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; LONDON, OCTOBER 4, 1862. 
4 pein 
Ar THE MEETING of the Metropolitan and Provincial 

' Law Association, which will be held at Birmingham on 
“the 7th inst., papers on the following subjects will be 
"read, viz. :— 

' On Limited Liability extended to Private Partner- 
ships, and Registration of Firms (as proposed by Mr. 
)Scholefield’s Bill of last session). By Arthur Ryland, 
' Esq., of Birmingham. 

' On the Transfer of Land Act. By John Turner, 
Pn: of Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 

' On Gavelkind Tenure in Kent. By J.B. Monckton, 
3 ow, of Raymond’s-huildings. 

n the Relations between the Profession, their 
‘Clients, and the Public. By G. J. Johnson, Esq., of 
Birmingham. 

As to Probate Duty payable in respect of Leaseholds 
‘in Mortgage. By 7 A. Reynolds, Esq., of Birming- 
- ham 


' Remarkson, and Suggestions as to, the Laws relating 
'to the Relief and Settlement of the Poor. By C. A. 
§mith, Esq., of Greenwich. 

On the Frauds of which Bills of Sale are the Instru- 
‘ments, and Suggestions for their Prevention. By C. T. 
Saunders, Esq., of Birmingham. 

Sketch of the Legislation of the last Session. By 
"Philip Rickman, Esq., the Secretary of the Association. 
_ Weare happy to say that the meeting promises in all 
“respects to be a very good one. The first day will be 
“wound up by that inevitable but agreeable concomitant 
of all public demonstrations in this country which at 
‘all partake of a social character—a public dinner. On 
‘the following day the Association is invited to meet 
‘their Birmingham brethren under like hospitable 
" auspices—the chairman of the local Law Society having, 
“we understand, on its behalf, invited to dinner all the 
‘members of the Association who will be present at the 
‘meeting. The Earl of Dudley has also most hand- 
‘somely granted them permission to visit the Dudley 
Caverns (which his lordship will light up for the occa- 
"sion), and the Round Oak Iron Works; and excursions 
‘to these interesting places will be arranged by the local 
‘committee. The following gentlemen have signified 
their intention of —. the meeting :—From Lon- 
‘don, Mr. W. Shaen, Mr. J. Anderton, Mr. J. A. Rose, 
‘Mr. J. B. Monckton, Mr. P. Rickman, Mr. J. Turner, 
‘Mr. Stephen Williams, Mr. W. S. Cookson, Mr. T. 
mnedy, Mr. J. S. Torr, and Mr. Bromley; from 
Liverpool, Mr. W. Robinson, Mr. J. J. Ridley, and Mr. 
“T. Avison ; from Warrington, Mr. W. Beamont; from 
“Manchester, Mr. W.H. Partington, Mr. Radford, and 
“Mr. Simpson ; and from Bristol, Mr. J. Livett, Mr. J. 
Bouskill, of Leicester ; Mr. J. Case, of Maidstone; Mr. 
©. A. Smith, of Greenwich ; Mr. A. Holmes, of Oxford ; 
‘and Mr. J. ‘Tree, of Worcester, have also expressed 
‘their intention of being present at the — 
| Several of the subjects on which papers have been 
promised involve professional questions of practical im- 
portance, and will, no doubt, be ably handled. We shall 
Tay before our readers summaries (at least) of the most 
important of these essays, and we hope also of the dis- 





cussions to which they may give rise. It is to be re- 
gretted that neither this nor any other association of 
the kind, at which legal questions are discussed, pub- 
lishes any report of the discussions, although they all 
print the papers which are read. As a general rule, no 
doubt, written compositions are more likely than mere 

eches, or off-hand observations, to be carefully con- 
sidered before-hand, and are therefore more worthy of 
a permanent record. But on the other hand it is well 
known that many of the persons who are most compe- 
tent to give information on such subjects are likely to 
be busy enough to grudge the time required for the 
Lae cage os of elaborate papers, although they could 
easily throw out observations, by way of comment, of 
the utmost value, as being the embodiment of practical 
wisdom. Indeed, no one can have been often present on 
such occasions without being sometimes struck with the 
notion that the comment is superior to the text for all 
practical purposes. We do not mean to suggest that 
this will probably be the case at Birmingham, as from 
the known ability of several of the gentlemen who have 
announced their intention of reading papers, we antici- 
pate performances that will be equally useful to the 
profession, and creditable to the Association. We sug- 
gest to the Council, however, the advisableness of in- 
cluding in the report of the Transactions of the Associa- 
tion, a précis or summary of its public discussions, 
somewhat after the manner in which the old law re- 
porters used to give the arguments of counsel in import- 
ant cases. 

We would remind our readers that the half-yearl 
meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association will 
be held at Birmingham on the 8th inst., and we. again 
earnestly recommend the objects of the association to 
the warm sympathy and hearty support of all members 
of the profession. Observation and experience have. 
shown the = necessity that exists for such ap insti- 
tution as this, and it now requires only some fostering 
care, and the exercise of liberal-bearted philanthroph 4 
to extend its usefulness, and enable its promoters fally 
to carry out their benevolent intentions. 


Tue Recistration Courts are in general not very 
lively places either for lawyers or the public; and re- 
vising barristers are usually allowed to pursue the even 
tenor of their way without much observation, at all 
events from the legal press. We were a little startled 
therefore, at reading the other day a discussion which 
took place before Mr. Hanson, (the barrister appointed 
to revise the lists of the City Livery) on the very subtle 
question of domicil. The Barrister appears to have 
escaped by a side-wind from the responsibility of ruling 
the point, which although it looks simple enough, is by 
no means free from difficulty. It was objected that a 
Mr. Rich whose name appeared in the list of the Cooks’ 
Company, lived beyond the prescribed distance. It was 
in evidence, however, that he rented within the limit 
a furnished apartment in which he occasionally slept, 
and the question was, whether the latter could be con- 
sidered his residence, and whether in fact he could have 
two residences, for the purpose of the municipal franchise? 
Some cases relating to the very different question of a 
plaintiff giving security for costs were cited, upon 
which, however, Mr. Hanson did not venture any further 
observation than that it was not impossible to enter- 
tain a strong opinion in favour of a man having 
two residences. “There was,” he said, “a difference 
between a residence and a home. A man’s wife and 
family living in a place would constitute it his home;’’ 
and there the question lies for the present. 


Conruicts or Jugispiction between one country and 
another must inevitably take place from time to time, 
since there is no paramount authority which can compel 
nations to adjust their differences and to harmonize their 
modes of procedure. It is in the power of the Imperial 
Parliament, however, peremptorily to forbid all contests 
between courts and powers within these realms; and. it 
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is only through oversight or carelessness that the occasion 
for such contests can possibly arise. At a recent inquest 
held on the body of an infant, the coroner, Dr. Lankester, 
uired the attendance of a young woman, named Rosa 
Clifford, who was suspected of having murdered the 
child, and remarked very reasonably that as it might be 
the duty of the jury to send this person for trial, it was 
only right that she should be present while the evidence 
was taken. He was informed, however, by a police con- 
stable, that Rosa Clifford was in the charge of the police, 
and would be taken in due course before a magistrate, 
and that he had received orders from his superintendent 
not to bring her before the coroner without an order 
from the Secretary of State. On this the. coroner, 
although he considered that he would have been justi- 
fied in persisting, determined to give up the point rather 
than to bring his bailiffs into physical collision with the 
constables. Under the circumstances the coroner pro- 
bably had no other course open to him; but the mere 
possibility of such a complication reveals a defective 
state of the law which demands an immediate remedy. 
The coroner has power, generally, to summon what 
persons he thinks fit, and te fine and commit them if 
they fail to appear. It should be clearly ascertained 
whether the fact of a person being in the custody of the 
police takes him beyond the pale of this power ; and the 
‘ matter might easily be settled by the addition of half-a- 
dozen words to the numerous Acts which now regulate 
the functions and powers of our metropolitan magis- 
tracy. 


Tue Iwrernationan Socran Scrence Concress, 
which commenced its session at Brussels on the 22nd 
ultimo, shows a considerable sprinkling of English 
names among its members. It was hoped that the vete- 
ran Lord Brougham, ever ready with his presence and 
his speech on such occasions, would have been able to 
attend; but to the no small disappointment of the 
meeting he was prevented from doing so by the state of 
his health. In the opening speech M. Couvreur, the 
secretary, gave credit to “ the illustrious Lord Broug- 
ham” for having originally suggested the measures by 
which the congresses held up to that time in Belgium 
had been welded into a federation of a permanent 
character. The field of a “social science association ” 
is exceedingly wide, including, in the words of the se- 
cretary, “‘ every subject connected with the moral and 
social well-being of mankind.” Among such subjects 
the science of law must, of course, have an important 
place, and in the Belgian Association legislation is the 
subject of debate in the first section. The remaining 
sections are those of education, literature and arts, 
hygiene, and political econony. The question of drunken- 
ness and its repression was discussed at length in the sec- 
tion of hygiene; and in the legal section M. Dutroul 
announces Fis intention of giving a gold medal for the 
best work on the same topic. It is rather singular that 
this subject should be thought worthy of occupying 
simultaneously the attention of two sections, aud we 
must suppose either that inebriation is more prevalent 
in Belgium than elsewhere, or that the learned and 
benevolent in that country are more sanguine as to the 
possibility of repressing it. It may be doubted whe- 
ther such a question is fitted for a legal section, for 
unless we suppose a more abject state of subjection 
than is consistent with modern European polity, it is 
difficult to imagine how any legislation can seriously 
affect it. The subject of “The Rights and Duties of 
Neutrals in case of War,” and that of Legislation re- 
garding Lunatic Establishments, are more strictly 
within the legal range, and the paper by M. Geelhard 
on the former topic would doubtless be read with inte- 
rest on this side of the Channel. Among the members 
of the ee resent at the opening were Mr. 
G. W. ings and Mr. J. Westlake, who will no 
doubt watch the proceedings efficiently on behalf of 
the English law amenders. The last-mentioned gen- 
tleman, who is one of the secretaries to the Social Science 





Association of London, has been requested to act in the 
same capacity as regards the English element at the 
Brussels congress. 


At A RECENT MEETING oF the Commissioners of 
Sewers for the City of London Mr. Secondary Potter 
was nominated to transact the legal business of the com- 
mission until a solicitor to the commission should 
be appointed in the place of the late Mr. Charles 
Pearson. At the same meeting some discussion took 
place as to whether the solicitor should in future be 
paid by fees or by salary, and it was proposed that the 
commissioners should appoint a solicitor of their own, 
wholly regardless of who might be the future city soli- 
citor. It was also suggested that as the subject of the 
city solicitorship had been referred by the Court of 
Common Council to a committee, to consider the duties 
and emoluments of that office, and whether it was de- 
sirable to amalgamate the office with any existing one 
in the corporation, the commissioners should wait for 
the report of that committee before they appointed a 
solicitor to the commission, inasmuch as it would save 
them the trouble of making a similar inquiry for them- 
selves. The discussion, however, ended in no practical 
result, and the matter therefore still remains open. 


Tue Lorp Cuancettor’s Lanp Transrer Act has, 
within the last few days, been given to the public under 
the form of an elaborate but readable summary, in the 
Times. It concludes with an announcement that the 
opening of the Land Registry Office will probably be 
postponed until the end of the present month. The 
expected General Orders have not yet appeared, and 
there still seems to be the utmost uncertainty as to the 
extent to which it is likely English landowners will 
avail themselves of the provisions of the Act. 


Mr. Joun Wurrs, of No. 13, Barge-yard-chambers, 
Bucklersbury, has been appointed a London Commis- 
sioner for administering oaths in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, 


a 
-<e 


HOUSE OF LORDS DECISIONS, 1862. 
No, IL 
TyrRELL v. Toe Bank or Lonpon, 10 W. R. 359; 
7 W. R. 640. 

There is no better established rule of equity than that 
a trustee is not to be allowed to make a profit by any 
dealing with the property the subject of the trust. The 
reason of this rule is well and clearly stated by Lord 
Cottenham in Moore v. Frowd, 3 My. & Cr. 50, to be 
that “on these pretences, if allowed, the trust property 
might be loaded and rendered of little value.” The 





only exception to the rule we have stated is the case of , 


a cestui que trust dying without heirs, in which cireum- 
stance the trustee may retain the trust property for his 
own benefit: Burgess v. Wheate, 1 Eden. 177. It is, 
however, in some cases difficult to determine whether a 
fiduciary relation has existed between the parties, or 
whether it enured at the. precise time when the trans- 
action sought to be rescinded occurred. In York and 
North Midland Railway Company v. Hudson, 16 Beav. 
485, 500, it was held that a chairman or director of a 
railway company stands in a fiduciary relation towards 
the company, and will not be allowed to derive any 
profit beyond his salary by means of his office. A mort- 
gagee with a power of sale stands in a like relation to 
the mortgagor, and will not be allowed, either alone or 
conjointly with his partner in any business, to derive a 

rofit from the sale: Matthison v. Clarke, 3 Drew. 3. 

n that case the mortgagee employed the firm of 
auctioneers of which he was a member to sell the 
mortgaged property for him. It was held by Sir R. T. 
Kindersley, V.C., that they were not entitled to a com- 
mission. And in another recent case, where B., a soli- 


citor, one of certain mortgagees with a power of sale, 


arranged with another solicitor to “act as his agent” in 
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the matter of the mortgage on agency terms, it was held 
by Sir J. Romilly, M.R., that a sum of money paid to 
B. as his share of the profits enured for the benefit of 
the persons entitled to the equity of redemption: Jn re 
Taylor, 18 Beav. 165. 

If a trustee conducts any trade or profession he will 
not be remunerated for his services or loss of time, but 
only for such expenses as he has actually and properly 
|v out of his own pocket: Scattergood v. Harrison, 

00. 128; Sheriffe v. Arve, 4 Russ. 33; New v. Jones, 
9 Jarm. Byth. Cony. 338. For instance, a factor, or 
commission agent, acting as executor, cannot charge the 


estate for anything done by him in the way of busifess.. 


And so a surviving partner, being executor, is not en- 
titled, without express stipulation, to any allowance for 
carrying on the business for the benefit of the estate : 
Burden v. Burden, 1 Ves. & B.170; Stockhamv,. Dawson, 
6 Beav. 361. A like rule applies to attorneys and soli- 
citors, being trustees ; and it has repeatedly been deter- 
mined that such persons can only charge the trust estate 
with the sums actually paid by them out of pocket : 
New y. Jones, ubi sup.; Moore v. Frowd, 3 My. & Cr. 
45; Re Sherwood, 3 Beav. 338; Burge v. Brutton, 2 
Hare. 373; Fraser v. Palmer, 4 Y. & Coll. 515. It is 
immaterial that the trustee is only one of a partnership 
or firm of solicitors. The costs out of pocket only will 
be allowed, although the bill be made out in the name 
of the firm: Collis v. Carey, 2 Beav. 128. The only 
exception to the rule we have stated is where a solici- 
tor, being a truseee, is, as such, made a defendant in a 
suit. In that case he will be entitled to the usual 
a costs of the suit: York vy. Brown, 1 Coll. C. €. 

0. 

With regard to dealings between a solicitor and his 
client, the fiduciary relation existing between them in- 
capacitates the former from purchasing the client’s pro- 
perty without affording him the most ample information ; 
see Carter vy. Palmer, 8 Cl. & Fin. 657. The principle of 
the decisions which have established this rule is, that 
the relation between the parties is such as to create a 
presumption that undue influence has been exercised by 
the solicitor. Grounds of public policy obviously 
forbid that dealings between persons not capable of 
treating with one another upon equal terms should be 
construed as if they belonged to the ordinary run of 
transactions. Hence, whether it be danger of spiritual 
ascendency on the part of a clergyman (Huguenin v. 
Basely, 14 Ves. 273), or of an undue exercise of con- 
trol by a parent (Chocking v. Pratt, 1 Ves. 401), by a 
guardian (Hylton y. Hylton, 2 Ves. 459), or by a solicitor 
or attorney, the Court will regard the dealings of all 
such parties with a very jealous eye; and, if the trans- 
action consist of a voluntary donation made to the party 
in authority, the Court will, in the absence of any actual 
proof either way, presume fraud. But it ‘is still more 
strict as regards an attorney or solicitor; for it has 
always held that he cannot,’ pending a suit, take by 
act inter vivos anything for his own benefit, except his 
costs, from his chents. The connexion must, as in the 
case of guardian and ward, be bona fide dissolved before 
he can take anything beyond his regular costs: Proof v. 
Hines, Ca. T. Talbot, 116; Walmesley v. Booth, 2 Atk. 
25; Oldham v. Hand, 2 Ves. 259; Wells v. Middleton, 
1 Cox, 112; Drapers’ C v. Davis, 2 Atk. 259; 
Newman v. Payne, 2° Ves. Jun. 199; Hatch v. Hatch, 
9 Ves. 296 ;, Segrave v. Kirwan, Beat. 157; Bulkeley v. 
Wilford, 2 C. & F.. 102, 8 Bligh. N. S. 111; Nanney v. 
Williams, 22 Beav. 452; Curley v. Stafford, 26 L. J. 
N. S. Ch. 865; Wood v. Downes, 18 Ves. 120, and 
Strahan v. Brandon there cited, p. 127 ; Moore v. Prance, 
9 Hare, 299; and Re Ingle, 21 Beav. 275. The ground 
of the decision in all these cases was the presumption of 
undue influence, or rather of the abuse of professional 
authority. And evidence is admissible to show that a 
consideration expressed upon the face of the deed by 
which a client conveys property to his attorney is ficti- 
tieus: Zompson vy. Judge; 3 Drew. 306. The rule 





applies. only to acts inter vivos; for, by a singular 
anomaly in our law, an attorney may take a gift 
under the wil) of a client, although he himself has pre- 
pared it, if it was not made under any mistake. or mis 

appreheusion caused by the attorney: Hindson v. Wea- 
therell, 5 De G. M. & G. 301, reversing the decision of 
Sir J. Stuart, V.C., 1 Sma. & Giff. 604. : 

Lord St. Leonards has justly observed, “ if a party will 

add to the character of attorney that also of vendor, he 
must, if the validity of the contract comes into question, 
prove that he had given his client all that reasonable 
advice against himself, that he would have given him , 
against third parties:” see Montesquieu v. 
18, Ves. 302. As a purchase is the correlative of a 
the same observations, it is obvious, apply, mutatis mutan- 
dis to both descriptions of contracts. Even. courts of 
common law will interfere in such transactions. Courts 
of equity, of course, have the same general juris- 
diction over transactions between solicitor and client as 
in other confidential agencies: see Abbey y. Petch, 11 
L. J. N.S. Ch. 124, 1 Y. & Coll. 258; Edwards vy. 
Meyrick, 12 L. J. N.S. Ch. 49, 2 Hare, 60; Woodv. 
Davis, 18 Ves. 120; Newman v. Payne, 2 Ves, Sen. 199. 
In short, whether it be the case of a voluntary dona- 
tion, a sale, or a purchase, the Court will regard it with 
the utmost jealousy, and expect the fullest good faith 
and even candour on the part of an attorney or solicitor - 
party to any such transaction. ? 

The scope of the rule we are discussing, as the rule 
itself is founded upon the principle of public policy, 
which provides against danger of undue nce, 
is limited to the actual duration of the confiden- 
tial relation. When this terminates, the solicitor may 
treat with his client just as if he were a stranger. In 
Edwards v. Meyrick, 11 L. J. N.S. Ch. 49, considerable 
costs were incurred by B., as the solicitor of A., in, re- 
covering certain property to which A. was entitled, and, 
B. pressing for payment, A. executed to B. a conveyance 
of two farms (not the subject of the litigation), the con- 
sideration for which was composed partly of the costs 
due and partly of money paid. On a bill filed by A. to 
set aside the sale, on the ground that it was a purch: 
made by asolicitor from his client during the exist- 
ence of the connexion and by means of undue pressure, 
it was held that B., not being solicitor in hac re, was only 
bound to show that he gave fair value and withheld no 
information from his client which he himself possessed ; 
and on proof of that by B. the bill was dismissed with- 
out eosts. It appears also from that case that a solicitor 
purchasing of (or, we may add, selling to), his client, is 
not bound to communicate to him contingent advantages, 
which are mere matters of speculation, and may equally 
be in the knowledge of either party. The principle of 
the ruling in Edwards v. Meyrick is, we think, some- 
what infringed upon by the decision in the present case, 
the circumstances of which were as follows :— 

A solicitor, while engaged in getting up a bank, but 
before the company was actually formed, arranged with, 
the owner of certain premises—the purchase-money of 
which was, for the most part, unpaid—to buy half his 
interest, and negotiated a sale of the premises to the 
company after it had been formed and he had been ap- 
pointed solicitor, without disclosing his interest in the 
premises. On discovering the fact, the Bank filed a 
bill to make the solicitor and his co-owner account for 
their profits on the sale to the Bank, but did not offer 
to rescind the purchase. The Master of the Rolls held 
that the solicitor was liable to account for his profits, 
On appeal to the House of Lords, this decision was 
affirmed. 

The principle of this decision appears to rest, not so 
much upon the ground of undue influence, as upon that 
of abuse of confidence. An agent, not being allowed im- 
properly to profit by reason of his oceupation, is conse- 
quently liable to account for the profits incidental to the 

ney transaction. The Lord Chancellor was of 
opinien that the relation of solicitor and client virtu- 
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ally existed between the parties when the solicitor made 
the purchase for himself, as the company, although not 
then formed, was conceived and in process of formation. 
Whether such a relation actually existed or not at the 
time of the solicitor’s purchase for himself was, we think, 
immaterial ; for the sale by him to the company could 
not bear scrutiny, inasmuch as he had concealed the 
fact of his having an interest in the premises. For it is 
a well-established rule, applicable to both sales and pur- 
chases, that an agent aN Sa to sell cannot be himself 
the purchaser ; nor, if — oyed to purchase, can he be 
the vendor, inasmuch as however fairly he may deal 
between himself and his employer, yet he is no longer 
that which his service requires. He acts, not as an 
agent, but as an umpire. If, therefore, a purchase b 
an agent employed to sell can in any case be supported, 
it must be where the agent makes it fully appear, both 
that he furnished the principal with all the knowledge 
which he himself possessed (Lowther v. Lowther, 13 
Ves. 103; Wren v. Kirton, 8 Ves. 502) and also that 
he was known to be the purchaser, Coles v. Tre- 
cothich, 9 Ves. 234; Morse v. Royal, 12 Ves. 355. 
If an attorney or agent ey with these conditions, 
he may contract with his client or principal, and 
so far, these classes of persons differ from trustees, 
who must first divest themselves of their fiduciary 
character, before they can buy from their cestuis que 
trust. But where there is any concealment on the part 
of an agent, such as was in the present case, it, of course, 
vitiates the whole transaction. If we were asked to point 
out the distinction between attorneys and ordinary agents 
in respect of the present question, we should state it to 
be that the rule in question applies with greater force to 
attorneys than to non-professional agents. We doubt 
whether, if A. intended to employ B. as his agent, and 
intimated his wishes to that effect to B., and B., prior to 
his actual appointment as agent, purchased property 
which he afterwards sold to A. at a profit, that B. would 
be held accountable for such benefit. But the relation 
of an attorney to his client is of a more solemn and 
intimate character, and accordingly extends to transac- 
tions in any way, however remotely, connected with, or 
springing out of, the subject matter of such relation- 
ship. The decision in the present case being mainly 
founded upon the fact that the attorney concealed the 
existence of his interest in the property at the time 
when he sold it to the company, it may not be thought 
a very conclusive authority relative to the natural limits 
of the relation of attorney and client—whether it ex- 
tends to matters that take place prior to the actual 
occurrence of such a relation. We think, however, 
that it does bear very strongly upon this point, and 
decides that a transaction entered into by an attorney, 
with a view to a future sale to an intended ciient, 
is to be considered, as regards the rights of such client, 
just as if the relation of attorney and client actually 
subsisted between the parties at the date of such trans- 
action. 


ys 


The Courts. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Fane.) 

Sept. 26—In re Sir John Malcolm, Bart.—This was a 
sitting for examination and discharge. 

It appeared that the bankrupt petitioned the Insolvent Court 
in 1860, and that creditors under that petition had not received 
any dividend, and that the petition, in fact, had not been 
finally adjudicated upon. 

Mr. Sargood asked that the bankruptcy might be adjourned 
until the bankrupt had completed the insolvency. 

‘The CommissionER.—It would seem that I, a commissioner 
in bankruptcy, am now required to discharge the duties of a 
commissioner of the Insolvent Court. I was never appointed 
an insolvent commissioner, and if an offer had been made to 
appoint me one I should have tossed it from me with the utmost 





contempt. I don’t know how to deal with the matter. I know ! 





nothing about the insolvent law, and I will have nothing to do 
with it. Ido not say that I will not deal with the case before 
me, first under the bankruptcy and separately under the insol- 
vency, but the two must be kept distinct. 

An adjournment was ultimately ordered, the bankrupt un- 
dertaking to file a cash account from the date of the insolvency. 


MANSION HOUSE POLICE COURT. 

Sept. 26.—Luther Yeates, who stands charged with forging 
leases of certain property of the late Admiral Sir John West, 
was, to-day, again placed at the bar. Evidence having been 
given in support of the charges against the prisoner, the Lord 
Mayor committed him to Newgate for trial. 


in 
> 


Recent Becisions. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 
PLEADING—MISJOINDER OF COUNTS. 
Reg. v. Edward Holman, ¢.c.n. 10 W. R. 718. 


The criminal code, that so jealously protects the safety of 
the subject, will not allow a prisoner to be charged with having 
committed two or more offences in any one count of the same 
indictment. This principle is founded on the supposition that 
the case, by extending to more than one charge, may be con- 
sidered likely to embarrass the prisoner in his defence. 

So in general a defendant ought not to be charged with the 
commission of different felonies in different counts of the same 
indictment; as, for instance, a murder in one count and a bur- 
glary in another; or a larceny of the goods of A. in one count, 
and a distinct larceny of the goods of B. at a different time, in 
another; and in such cases the judge has a discretionary power 
of quashing the indictment, if the objection be taken before the 
jury are charged, and the defendant has ‘pleaded, or if it be 
not discovered until after the jury are charged, the prosecutor 
is put to his election on which charge he will proceed: Reg. v. 
Young, 3 T. R. 106, vide Arch. Crim. Pleadg. p. 59. 

The difficulty that was frequently experienced in proving 
the particular charges against a prisoner, led to some altera- 
tion of the law in this respect; for by the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, 
sect. 5 and sect. 71, embodying the provisions of previous en- 
actments on this subject, distinct acts of larceny and embezzle- 
ment, not exceeding three, against the same prisoner, if com- 
mitted against the same individual, within the space of six 
months, may be inserted in different counts of the same in- 
dictment. 

In the present case, the indictment against the prisoner con- 
tained two counts, the first for embezzlement as servant of the 
goods of his master, the second for the larceny as bailee of the 
goods of a third person; the objection to the misjoinder of the 
ccunts of the indictment was not taken until the case for 
the prosecution was closed, and the Court refused to quash the 
indictment, but allowed the prosecution to elect which count 
to proceed upon. This decision was upheld by the Court of 
Criminal Appeal, and is in perfect accordance with the above 
quoted case of Reg. v. Young. This right to quash the indict- 
ment for any informality such as misjoinder of counts, is en- 
tirely a matter of discretion, and it is said that such should 
be the case, under some circumstances, such as where the 
charges are small, for the saving of extra expense; and for this 
reason it is the constant practice at some Quarter Sessions 
for the prisoner to be charged with as many as three distinct 
acts of felony against different persons in different counts in 
the same indictment, although we cannot help thinking that 
the rules of pleading ought to require quite as great a degree 
of certainty in criminal as in civil cases. 


FRAUDULENT Truster AcT—Express TRUST CREATED BY 
INSTRUMENT IN WRITING. 


Reg. v. Fletcher, c.c.R. 10 W. R. 753. 


We had occasion, in a recent number to offer some com- 
ments upon the Fraudulent Trustee Act, and we then alluded 
to the present case, which will no doubt be fresh in the 
recollection of our readers as the Bilston Savings Bank 
case. The real question to be decided in this case was, 
whether the prisoner, who had been found by the jury to be a 
trustee of a savings bank, and to have appropriated the money 
of the depositors, with intent to defraud, was such a trustee as 
was contemplated by the terms of the above Act. 

Under the interpretation clause of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96 
(which re-enacts the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 54) the term “ trustee ” 
is said to mean a trustee, on some express trust ereated by some 
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deed, will, or instrument in writing, and it was therefore con- 
tended, not without some degree of plausibility, that the sta- 
tutes relating to savings banks could not be considered instru- 
ments in writing, nor in fact could the rules which were drawn 
up from the statutes, for in neither case could they be said to 
be instruments in writing creating the trust in question. For 
it was said that such an instrument in writing, by which the 
trust was to be created, must be ejusdem generis with a deed or 
will, The Court, consisting of fifteen judges, were, however, 
unanimously of opinion that the prisoner was a trustee upon 
an express trust, and although not a trustee for a public pur- 
pose, so that part of the indictment failed, still under the rules 
regulating the working and management of the savings bank, 
the trustees had a clear duty pointed out to them, and if they 
neglected such duty, they were guilty of a breach of trust. 
Cockburn, C.J., in giving judgment, is reported to have said as 
follows :—*“ The object of the Act was to prevent the fraudu- 
lent application of funds by trustees, and the intention of the 
proviso was to protect persons from being criminally liable in re- 
spect of mere oral and implied trusts, Of the moral guilt of the 
prisoner there can be no doubt. ‘The case is within the mischief 
of the statute, and without straining the statute is within its pro- 
visions.” A great deal was said during the argument of the case, 
about the intention of the framers of the Act, and it was urged 
that, during the ; r ogress of the bill through the Houses of Par- 
liament, the greatest care was evinced by its supporters, not to 
extend the meaning of the word “ trustee” beyond its ordinary 
signification, and for this very purpose the interpretation clause 
was introduced, in order to allow an unpopular measure to be 
carried. However this may be, we incline to the opinion ex- 
pressed by Cockburn, C.J., that of the moral guilt of the 
prisoner there could be no doubt whatever, and that in reality 
the case was within the mischief, as well as, without straining 
its terms or meaning, within the provision of the enactment; 
because practically the rules that regulate the management of 
savings banks, and which authorise the receipt and investment 
of the money, expressly point out how the same is to be applied, 
so that here we have an express trust, with reference to such 
an institution as the present, created by an instrument in writ- 
ing and specifically referring to the subject matter of the trust. 
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Correspondence. 





Deep or CovENANTS—MortTGaGE or Suip—Stamp Dory. 


Can any of your readers inform me if a deed of covenants 
which accompanies a statutory mortgage of a ship, and by 
which the policies of insurance effected upon the ship and her 
cargo and her future earnings are assigned to the mortgagee as 
a collateral security for the money advanced, is, under the 1st 
section of 6 Geo, 4, c. 41, exempt from stamp duty, and the 
cases, if any, where the point has been decided? 4H, A. A, 





MortGacke—PrRopvuctTIoN or DEEDS, 


“G. W.,” in your number for the 9th of August last, inquired 
as to the right to compare an abstract not furnished by the 
holder of the deeds. 

The point is of frequent occurrence, and was so long ago as 
1845 submitted to the committee of the Manchester Law Asso- 
ciation, who published their answer in their seventh report, 
containing resolutions on that and sundry points of interest, 

The answer is as follows:—“ Resolved—That the solicitor of 
&@ mortgagor has a right to prepare, from any draft or other 
document in his possession, an abstract of a mortgagor’s title, 
but not including the mortgage securities; and that in ordinary 
circumstances any party to whom such abstract was farnished, 
ought to be at liberty to compare the same with the deeds in 
the possession of the mortgagee’s solicitor, at the mortgagor's 
expense.” 

{ have ever since observed it in practice, and I believe it has 
given the rule in transactions in this neighbourhood in which 
the question has arisen. , J. W. 

Manchester. 





DEVIsSE—F REEHOLDS, 

In 1797, D., by will, gave a freehold estate to his two sons 
T. and F.,.in the words following, that is to say, “I give to 
my two sons T. and F., to their respective heirs and assigns 
for ever, my freehold estate, &c., subject to the payment of 
£200 each to J. and G., my son and daughter. And if any of 
my said children die leaving no lawful issue or issues, then I 





leave his, her, or their share or shares equally amongst the sur 
viving of them, share and share alike.” T. died in 1829, in- 
testate and a bachelor, leaving his brother F. him surviving; 
and F. made a will in 1852, and disposed of all the rest of his 
property, both real and personal, that then belonged to him, to 
his nephew C., the son of his (testator’s) sister, for his own 
disposal, he (C.) paying £100 to his sister. J., the then only 
surviving brother of ‘T. and F., died in 1861, leaving a will, 
whereby he gave and devised all his real and personal estates to 
trustees for the benefit of his children, and he also devised any 
share or shares arising out of the freehold estate before referred 
to for the benefit of his children. 

Did J., under the circumstances stated, take any and what 
interest under the will of D., through the in of T., and 
if not, who is entitled to the half share in the estate so devised 
to T. by D.? P. H. 





County Courts’ “ Costs, CHarGEs, AND ExrENsEs.” 

One of the greatest evils is the expense to which debtors 
who eventually pay, or creditors who eventually go unpaid, 
are put, not only for court fees, but for the expenses of wit- 
nesses and loss of time. 

A small shopkeeper finding that some rascal who owes him 
money—say £2—will not pay, puts him into court. Rascal, 
of course, has no defence, but wi to abuse shopkeeper. 
After the attendance of shopkeeper at one court, and his wife 
at an adjournment, the former recovers his debt and his loss of 
time. After one or two judgment summonses—all at shop- 
keeper’s expense—rascal emigrates, or, being convicted of some 
criminal act, is sent to penal seryitude. 

Put an opposite case. A man owes another 10s., and is 
sued. From ignorance or stupidity he does not attend the 
court, and is saddled with the expense of hearing and his 
creditor’s attendance. These are not exceptional, but daily, 
almost hourly, cases. 

On one occasion I had to collect a number of small debts 
Fortunately, the debtors lived twenty miles off, and, having no 
defence, did not think it worth while to fee attorneys to enter 
appearances. The debts, with one or two exceptions, were 
recovered with costs. If the debtcrs had been sued in the 
county court every debt would have been disputed in some 
trifling particular, one or two interpleader claims tried, treble 
the costs incurred, and not one-half the debts recovered. 

In another instance an executor, having to sue some debtors 
in the county court, after spending £20 in court fees, &c., has 
nct recovered so much as £5, so little do the parties sued care 
for judgments in the county court. 

As to horse causes and running-down cases, they are often 
brought before the court when either plaintiff or defendant 
would have compromised rather than go to the assizes. When 
tried they generally occupy as much time as would be taken by 
a judge of assize in trying four or five cases, where, instead of 
hundreds of pence, hundreds of pounds are involved. 

No attorney who does not lay himself out for county court 
practice willingly sets foot in the court. Those who do prac- 
tise consist of two classes—1l, those who do so to get a name, 
and with the ulterior object of being mixed up in bankruptcies 
or of defending felons; or 2, those who get fees before- 
hand, paid for the purpose not so much of pleading their 
client’s cause as of abusing their client’s adversary. 

I will not go so far as to say that some cases may not be 
conveniently tried in the county court; but after close obser- 
vation I am convinced that in their present state and practice 
a more rotten system of judicial procedure does not exist. 

A Country ArrorNeEr, 





Tue Incorporate Law Socreryr. 

The annual report having just been issued in consequence of 
the resolutions passed at the annual meeting held on the 24th 
July, I venture to make some suggestions through the medium 
of your pages, which may not be without interest to the 
members and profession at large. 

As regards the members of the Council enumerated before 
the commencement of the report, it will not be forgotten that 
for the first time within several years a very crowded meeting 
(referred to in p. 13) was held, and that meeting must be 
taken to have confirmed the principle on which the late vacan- 
cies have been supplied. This I understand to be—that the 
members of the Council are themselves the best judges on this 
matter—and that the reasons which caused them to nominate 
four country solicitors to be members of the Council do not 
operate so as to produce any necessity for increasing them, 
notwithstanding that 1,407 town members have twenty-six 
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representatives, and 462 country ones only four in the Council, 
I think I am justified in putting the case thus; because, though 
one member of the Council did (I believe) nominate a solicitor 
who was opposed, or not supported, by his colleagues, it is 
notorious that very active exertions were used by the leading 
members of the Council to secure the election of the three solici- 
tors who weresuccessful; and it was obvious that the real question 
at issue at the meeting was, whether what I must call the 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & 


] 


REPORTER.  Oor. 4; 1862. 

held that the Secretary of War had no power to suspend the 
execution of the writ, and that it was a grave question whether 
the President himself could exercise it without the positive 
sanction of Congress. Declining to enter upon the question 
at that time, he directed the Marshal to produce the men within 








| four hours, adding, that if he refused the Court would issue a 


house list of the Council was to beaccepted,as ofcourse, The | 


supporters of the three opposition candidates who seemed to 
be put forward by the members of the Committee of the Me- 
tropolitanand Provincial Association, appeared chiefly to rely 
on the disproportion in the representation in the Council, as 
between the town and country members, that I have adverted 
to, but were met by the argument on the part of the Council, 
that the country solicitors could not properly attend the Com- 
mittees, nor to the other duties undertaken by the town 
members. Now I wish to suggest whether the composition of 
the Council is satisfactory or not, and whether it is ad- 
visable that the subject should be reconsidered on the next 





opportunity. A Manacine CLERK, 
Colonial Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 
INDIA. 


The High Court of Judicature of Bombay has come into 
full operation. The court was formally constituted on the 
14th August, by the publication of the letters patent in the 
presidency; and, on the same day, the Chief Justice, Sir M. 
Sausse, Mr. Justice Hebbert, Mr. Justice Forbes, and Mr. 
Justice Couch, made their declarations of office. Sir Joseph 
Arnould having been absent from the presidency on the 14th, 
made his declaration of office a few days afterwards. The 
Hon. W. E, Frere resigned his appointment without having 
made his declaration of office. Mr. Henry Newton, of the civil 
service, who has been acting judge of the late Sudder Adawlut 
for about two years, will be appviated in the place of tho 
Hon. Mr. Frere, resigned. he court was formally opened 
on the 25th of August, in the old Supreme Court House. 


The High Court of Judicature of Madras was formally 
opened on the 16th August. 


Mr. Thomas Abingdon Compton, the judge of Poona, and 


second son of the late Sir Herbert Compton, was drowned on | 


the 12th August in the Moota-Molla river. The coroner's jury 
returned an open verdict of “found drowned.” 
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Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE. 
SUPPRESSION OF THE ORDER OF ADVOCATES. 

The Constituent Assembly of Bale Campagne has recently 
suppressed, without further form, the order of Advocates, and 
has decided that each individual may plead his own cause, 
or have it pleaded before the tribunal by any friend of his 
choice. 





AMERICA 
Habeas Corpus. 
The civil authorities of Vermont are in open conflict with 





the Provost-Marshal and the Secretary of War. ‘Tiree persons, | 


named Lyman, Barney, and Field, were, it appears, arrested 
by the Provost-Marshal at a place called Jericho, near Bur- 
lington, in Vermont, on a charge of disloyalty, and committed 
to prison. Appiication was made on belalf of Mr. Field 


to Judge Smalley, who thereupon issued a writ of habeas | 


corpus to the Provost-Marsual, returnable on the 28th August. 
That functionsry, not knowing what course to adopt, tele- 
graphed to Washington for instructions, and received a reply 
from the Judge-Advyocate, by order of the Secretary of War, 
to the effect tust he should pay no attention to the habeas 
corpus for the liberation of Lyman, Barnes, and Field, 
and that if any attempt were made to rescue them he 
should resist to the utmost, and trausmit to the Secretary at 
War the names of all concerned. The Marshal thought it ex- 
pedient to appear, though without his prisoners. He was ac- 
companied by his counsel, aud pleaded the orders of the 
Secretary of War in justification of his recusancy. The Judge 


further order requiring him and the Sheriff to show cause, at 
the next term of the Circuit Court (which was to be held or 
the 3rd instant), why an attachment should not be issued 
against them for contempt. 
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Rediew, 


The Law Magazine and Law Review for August, 1862, But- 
terworths. 

One of the most useful functions of the legal essayist is to 
give to the world readable sketches of subjects which are not 
entirely within the domain of law, but are so far mixed up 
with legal history that a correct view of them must be sought 
by a kind of investigation to which lawyers only are accus- 
tomed. The jurist would scarcely go to a magazine to inform 
himself on a point of law, which he could find more readily 
by having recourse to original sources; andthe general public 
cannot be expected to read dry legal disquisitions. On the 
other hand, semi-legal sketclies may prove interesting to the 
general reader, and may also be useful to the lawyer by calling 
his attention to points which he does not meet with in the 
ordinary routine of practice. 

Of such sketches there are two in the Law Magazine for 
August. The first, entitled “The Lords’ Workmen and Offi- 
cers,” is one of a series of papers on the rights, &c., of the 
ancient English peasantry. 1t is well known, as the writer 
tells us, that services in husbandry were usually connected 
with tenure; but a limited class, chiefly sons of the lord's 
tenants, were engaged at fixed wages at a very early period. 
The arrangement varied according to the place, and several 
of the customs were very peculiar. At Chalgrave, in Oxford- 
shire, every yardlander who had sons old enough to work 
brorght them to the hall on Michaelmas-day, and selected one 
to serve the lord for a year at the usual wages and allowances. 
At Iffley there were fifteen tenants out of whom the lord se- 
lected his ploughmen, shepherds, and reapers, and those so 
selected were exempted from rent. The shepherd was in most 
places a tenant, and in some localities his wife was dey or 
dairy woman, The dey, however, was sometimes a man; 
whence, no doubt, the common name of Day, though we are 
aware that in the case of one family this name is a corruption 
of D'Eye, from Eye, in Suffolk. At Enford the dey and her 





assistants had their share of the cheeses by way of payment for ° 


their services. The carpenter and smith usually held their 
tenements by service. ‘Ihe beadle was an important person: 
at Ickham, in Kent, bumbledom was hereditary, as was also the 
office of reeve in some places. ‘The reeve was a very important 
person: he was either appointed by the lord or elected by the 
tenantry, and was generally a tenant with an abated rent. 
He looked after the shepherds and other agricultural servants, 


| and kept the accounts, which were revised yearly by auditors, 


who went from manor to manor; whence Chaucer’s line,— 
There was non auditour coude on him winne, 

in other words, there was no auditor sharp enough to catch him 

napping. 

Another interesting sketch treats of the custom of appren- 
ticeship in the city of London. It is in the option of the parties 
to bind according to custom or not. The ancient custom, 
having partially fallen into disuse, appears to be gradually 
rising into favour again. There are about 3,000 customary 
apprentices now, and the number is rather on the incrense. 
The shortest term of apprenticeship is seven years, ‘The ap- 
prentices are subject to the jurisdiction of the Chamberlain's 
Court, with appeal in some cases to that of the Lord Mayor. 
A customary apprentice, however, may plead ‘in any court, 


| althorgh under age, this ancient right being recognised in the 





supreme courts. ‘Lhe Chamberlain’s Court sits daily, and 
punishes by commitment to Bridewell, but it cannot imprison 
for a longer term than three months. During the last thirty- 
six years 17,501 complaints have been made, aud 1,044 ap- 
prentices committed. ‘Tbe writer of the paper thinks that the 
system, with some modifications, might be advantageously 
extended to other cities, and quotes the opinion ot Lord Ellen- 
borough, who said in open court “I heartily wish that such a 
practice extended all over England.” In the same number we 
find an abridged account of the meeting of the Social Science 
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Association, at which codification, reformation of criminals, 
amendment of lunacy and court-martial law, judicial statistics, 
&c., were severally discussed or alluded to. This paper in- 
cludes quotations from the speeches of Lord Brougham and 
Dr. Travers Twiss, The former gives an able and graphic 
summary of passing legal events, while the more strictly pro- 
fessional disquisition of Dr. ‘T'wiss on private. international 
jurisprudence and rights of  belligerents is especially 
interesting at the present time. The chapter on 
Mr. Edwin James and the New York Bar will be 
read with interest by those (if any) who have not kept 
themselves “posted up” with the subject all along. We donot 
care to enter into the differences of opinion between the Law 
Magazine and Mr. Digby Seymour, which form the subject of 
another chapter. The article on the “Law of Freedom and 
Bondage in the United States” is a review of an American work. 
This article contains some useful historical information on 
Transatlantic slavery (which, it would appear, sprang up as a 
common law right without any express sanction of the Legisla- 
ture), and concludes with some practical remarks on the possi- 
bility and probable consequences of general emancipation. It 
is shown clearly (p. 218) that English judges in the seventeenth 
century approved of negro slavery, and very narrowly escaped 
giving it judicial recognition by al!owing an action of trover. 
Luckily (for reasons unknown) judgment was never given in 
Butts v. Penny, but the opinion of the law officers of the Crown, 
(temp. Charles II.), so totally opposed to the present doctrine 
in England, furnishes a curious instance of the danger of found- 
ing a legal opinion on the jurist’s own views, unsupported by 
authority. Two other articles are not original, being papers 
read at the meetings of the Social Science Association on “ Per- 
petual Endowments” and “ Master and Servant,” by Mr. Hare 
and Mr. Vernon Lushington respectively. Of the remaining 
articles those on County Court begislation and on Private Bill 
Legislation will be read with interest. From the former (p. 264) 
it appears that out of 32,954 cases decided during five years 
there were only 142 appeals, and only 43 decisions overruled— 
a strong testimony, in the opinion of the writer, to the success- 
ful operation of the county court system. Perhaps if a smaller 
proportion of the appeals had been successful the testimony 
would have been more important. The author of the paper 
advocates a greater extension of the jurisdiction of the county 
courts and a system of promotion by which judges of county 
courts might aspire ultimately to seats in Westm nster Hall. 
Without committing ourselves to any expression of opinion on 
the merits we may sufely say that this article is valuable from 
the care with which it is written and the number and import- 
ance of the points which it throws out for consideration. In 
the other article (abridged from a paper read by: Mr. Pulling 
at the Social Science Congress) the delay, portiality, ignorance, 
and expense attending our system of special legislation are 
succinctly described, and we are informed that there are no 
fewer than 27,000 local, private, and personal Acts now in the 
statute book. It is stated, in conclusion, that the subject is 
now under the consideration of a select committee. On the 
whole the current number of the Law Magazine is interesting 
general reader and suggestive to the lawyer. It is somewhat 
abundantly indebted to the transactions of the Social Science 
Association, but this mode of filling its pages perhaps enhances 
rather than diminishes the value of the legal “Quarterly” so long 
as it only “ perpetuates testimony ” of what is really useful. 
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Societies and Enstitutions, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The annual report of the council of this society has been 
published. 

After congratulating the members on the still increasing pros- 
perity and general usefulness of the institution, the report 
notices 

I. The Alterations in the Law and Practice. 

II. Bills pending in Parliament at the date of the Report (24th 
July 1862,) 

III. Concentration of the Courts. 

Thecouncil state that they intend still to persevere in their 
efforts to this important and necessary improvement for 
the better and more convenient administration of justice. 

IV. Chancery Funds Commission. 

V. The Several Examinations. 

In their Jast report the council stated that the proposed rules 





and orders for the introduction of the preliminary examination 





in general knowledge and the intermediate examination in legal 
knowledge were then under the consideration of the judges. 
On the 26th July Jast year the orders were made, and a printed 
copy sent to every attorney in England and Wales. 

The council having been requested by the judges to prepare 
a plan for conducting the examinations under these rules, and 
to name such persons as they thought fit to be special examiners, 
the council submitted for their lordships’ consideration a pro- 
posed further order, and the names of gentlemen recommended 
as special examiners for the ensuing year, and transmitted copies 
of the testimonials which had been received from those gentle- 
men. On the return of the judges from the circuits, and after 
the long vacation, the proposed farther order was taken into 
consideration, and on 26th November it was signed by the 
judges, and copies sent to all the attorneys and solicitors, - 

It is within the province of the special examiners i 
by the judges to nominate the local examiners to conduct. the 
examination at the several towns specified in the order; and 
the council applied to the several provincial law societies to 
name two solicitors of standing at each place who would un- 
dertake the duty. ‘This has been accordingly done, aud the 
_— examiners have appointed the gentlemen so recom- 

ed, 

The orders of the judges of the 26th July.and 26th Novem- 
ber, 1861, were accordingly transmitted to, the local examiners 
at the towns mentioned in the last order; but it was found im- 
practicable to conduct the examination at several of the towns 
where only one or # few candidates proposed to attend. On 
the first occasion there were only twenty-three candidates, most 
of whom attended at the hall of the society, and others at Liver- 
pool and Cardiff, ‘The questions are prepared by the special 
examiners, printed on the part of the society, and ‘transmitted 
under seal to the local examiners, who superintend the exami- 
nation, and return the answers to the special examiners. 

The result of the first examination in February was that 
nineteen were passed, three postponed, and one failed from 
illness, 

The next examination took place in May, when fifty-one 
were examined in London and sixty-two at Birmingham, 
Bristol, Exeter, Leeds, Liverpool, and Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
making in all 113, Of these seventy-eight were passed and 
thirty-five postponed. This large proportion it appears may be 
accounted for by the novelty of the examination, andthe want 
of sufficient preparation in many of the subjects of examination, 
and the erroneous notion that it would be more easy than 
ought reasonably to have been expected. 

In addition to the preliminary examination before articles of 
clerkship, the rules of July, 1861, prescribe the mode of conduct- 
ing the legal examination of those who have served one half of 
their term of clerkship, “in order (as expressed in the Act) to 
ascertain the progress made in acquiring the knowledge necessary 
for rendering them fit and capable to act as attorneys and solici- 
tors.” The candidates have the choice of being examined either 
in one of the two terms next before, or one of the two terms next 
after, one half of the term of service; and consequently, in Easter 
Term, four graduates who had been articled since Ist Jauuary 
1861, were entitled to attend, and they successfully passed the 
examination. In Trinity Term four graduates attended, and 
eight clerks, under the 4th section of the Act, who had served 
ten years antecedently; and all passed, except one of the latter 
class, 

The final examination in the several branches of the law 
and practice has been conducted as usual. During the four 
terms 398 have been examined, of whom 359 were passed and 
39 postponed. , To the first class of the successful candidates 
21 prizes were awarded, and to the second class 22 certificates 
of merit; a favourable notice was also given by ‘the examiners 
to 14 candidates who were above the age of twenty-six. The 
names of all these gentlemen have already appeared in this 
journal. 

In regard to clerks who claim to be examined and admitted 
after three years’ service under the 4th section of the Act, it 
may be observed that the answers to the questions relating to 
the ten years’ service before articles frequently omit to state 
the nature of such service, and how much of the early part of 
it was occupied in copying papers, engrossing deeds, serving 
process, and performing the ordinary routine of the office. 

‘The examiners expect the solicitor to state the time during 
which the clerk was intrusted with business usually transacted 
by attorneys themselves, and to specify the kind of business 
transacted by him, instead of describing it in general terms, 
from which no satisfactory inference can be drawn. 

The council recently received a communication from the 
judges, with a letter from the Vice-Chancellor of Cambridge, 
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suggesting that the candidates who had passed the non-gremial 
or middle class examinations established by the University of 
Cambridge should be relieved from the preliminary examina- 
tion under the judges’ orders; and the council having made 
their suggestions on the subject, the judges, by an order dated 
the 6th June last, directed that the second regulation in the 
orders of July 26, 1861, should not extend or apply to persons 
who had successfully passed one of the local examinations 
established by the University of Oxford, or one of the non- 
gremial examinations established by the University of Cam- 
bridge. A copy of this order has been transmitted to every 
attorney and solicitor. 


VI. Usages of the Profession. 

A large collection of professional questions in conveyancing 
matters have been considered by the present and former mem- 
bers of the council during upwards of twenty-five years, and 
they have under consideration whether this collection of nearly 
200 cases should be published for the information of the pro- 
fession. 

During the past twelve months they have given their opinion 
on several points submitted to them by solicitors, namely, 
place of payment of mortgage money; custody of surrender 
of old on grant of new lease; costs of verifying title; inciden- 
tal charges for deed of covenant; preparation of conveyance 
of bankrupts’ property; local practice as to costs of lease; 
nner of lease where expense divided between lessor and 

essee. 

VII. Malpractice Cases. 


Upwards of fifty cases of alleged malpractice by attorneys 
have been under the consideration of the council. In many 
of them the council have not deemed it right to interfere, 
either because the imputed offences were not such as the Courts 
are accustomed to entertain, or the evidence was thought in- 
sufficient to support the complaint; and in several instances 
the parties complaining had a remedy in their own power by 
an application to the Court to compel redress, and it is not the 
province of the Society to proceed otherwise than by an appli- 
cation to suspend the offender from practising, or to remove his 
name from the roll. 

Communications have been received from some of the county 
court judges of uncertificated attorneys practising or attempt- 
ing to practice before them, and of attorneys allowing unquali- 
fied persons to use their names in those courts. The council 
have in some of these cases succeeded in putting an end to 
such proceedings, 

The cases which it has been incumbent to bring before the 
Court are the following :-— 

Three instances in which attorneys have been found guilty 
of criminal offences. 

Another in which an attorney, having been struck off the 
roll of one ot the courts, has, on the application of the society, 
been removed from the other rolls. 

The council have also procured a rule nisi to commit a per- 
son for contempt, for wrongfully acting as an attorney, con- 
trary to the provisions of the 26th section of the Attorneys’ 
Act, 1860, which rule will be proceeded with next term. 

The Court of Exchequer having suspended two attorneys 
from practising for three years, and fined them each £100 for 
a contempt of court, the council have applied to the other 
Courts to make similar orders. 

_ There are also five other cases under investigation with a 
view to their being brought before the Court next term. 

Numerous applications to renew or take out annual certifi- 
cates have come before the council. The affidavits in support 
of these applications are referred by the judges to the council, 
in order that care may be taken to enquire into the respecta- 
bility of the parties, and to ascertain whether any arrears of 
duty be payable, or whether the applicants should be examined 
if they have long ceased to practise. 


VIIL. Grants of Probate without the Intervention of Solici- 
tors or Proctors. 

The council cannot but regret to find that the judges of the 
Probate Court have deemed it proper to establish an office for 
the preparation of probate papers in the principal registry, 
without the intervention of solicitors or proctors. It is evident 
that whilst this course of proceeding may sometimes save ex- 
pense, it may frequently lead to irtegularity and misrepresen- 
tation; and, by removing the responsibility secured by the 
eerveetion of regular practitioners, there is great danger of 
raud. 

The objectionable practice of allowing district registrars in 
the Probate Court to practice before themselves in preparing 





the papers for adjudication still continues. A memorial to the 
Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, and the 
judge of the Probate Court, for altering the regulations under 
which the district registrars prepare the documents upon which 
grants of probate and letters of administration are issued, was 
presented by this Society, but hitherto no amendment has 
taken place. 


IX. Encroachments on the Profession by Unqualified Persons. 


The council have been informed by the Poor Law Board, 
and by aggrieved parties, that costs have been charged against 
certain parishes for business transacted by persons not on the 
roll of attorneys; and the council, having regard to the statute 
6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 2; 7 & 8 Vict.c, 101, s. 68; and 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 127, s. 26, and to the case of the Queen v. Buchanan 
8 Q. B. 883, expressed their opinion that the business in ques- 
tion was not such as could be lawfully transacted and charged 
for by a person who is not an attorney or solicitor. 

The council continue to receive complaints against various 
associations for collecting debts, and of accountants assuming 
to act as professional persons, in threatening legal proceedings, 
and charging for the letters so written. 


X. New Rules and Orders. 


XI. Affairs of the Society. 

Under this head the council report (among other things) 
upon the state of the society’s funds and the library. 

The report also states that at the last annual general meet- 
ing there were 1,802 members, and during the current year 
106 new members have been elected. After deducting thirty- 
nine deaths and retirements, the whole number then was 1,869, 
comprising 1,407 town and 462 country members. 

The council deeply regret the decease of two of their esteemed 
members, Mr. Benjamin Austen, who was president of the so- 
ciety in the year 1848, and Mr. John Irving Glennie, who was 
president in 1859; also the resignation of Mr, William Henry 
Palmer, on account of ill health. 

The society has been for a lengthened period indebted to 
these gentlemen for the advantages derived from their great 
experience and sound judgment. 

To supply these vacancies, Mr. Frederick Halsey Janson, 
Mr. Park Nelson, and Mr. Frederick I. Nicholl, were, at a 
special general meeting, held on the 28th November, 1861, 
elected bers of the il 

The council with deep and unaffected sorrow refer to the 
recent death of their old and highly-valued friend Mr. Robert 
Maugham, who has filled the office of secretary to the society 
from its first establishinent, It is impossible tor them to over- 
estimate the value of the services rendered to the society, and 
through it to the profession at large, by their lamented friend, 
during this long period of upwards of thirty-five years; and 
they are satisfied that his indefatigable industry, his conscien- 
tious and well-directed zeal, his good sense and sound judg- 
ment, and his uniform courtesy and kindness of heart, have 
materially contributed to the welfare and success of the society, 
as well as to the best interests of the profession. 

Having regard to the increased amount of business now 
transacted by the society, it became necessary in the early part 
of the present year to seck further assistance, and, after much 
consideration, the council thought fit to appoint Mr. Edward 
Walter Williamson to the office of assistant secretary, and they 
have had every reason to be satisfied with the mode in which 
he has discharged the duties of his office. 

In accordance with the resolutions adopted at the last annual 
general meeting, the council applied their best attention to 
carry into effect the wishes of the members as to the recent 
conversazione, and they trust that their endeavours in that 
respect will be considered to have been attended with success, 

Through the liberal kindness of William Russell, Ksq. (the 
Accountant-General of the Court of Chancery), of Sir Charles 
Price, Bart., and of Felix Slade, Charles James Palmer, and 
Richard Fisher, Esqrs., all well-known and distinguished 
amateurs, the two latter being members of the Society, and 
with the valuable aid of Mr. D. Colnaghi and Mr. M. M, Hol- 
loway, the council were enabled to exhibit in the society's 
hall a collection of ancient and modern engravings, of extra- 
ordinary beauty and of the utmost rarity. 

By the exercise of similar kindness and liberality on the 
part of Richard Malins, Esq., M.P., Q.C.; G, J. Teed, Esq., 
Q.C.; Thomas Avison, W. Banke, D. R. Blaine, C. J. 





Bloxam, J. A. Buckley, S. Carter, T. P. Cobb, A. Cohen, J. 


Dillon, G. H. Ellis, E. W. Field, and H, J. Francis, Esqrs.; 
of F. Goodall, Esq., A.R.A.; Carl Haag, H. M. Jackson, P. H. 
Lawrence, W. Quilter, W. F. Robinson, J. L, Roget, and J..A. 
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‘Rose, Esqrs.; of William Sharpe, Esq., the Vice-President; 
of B. L. Smith, W. Smith, G. Smith, and W. B. White, Esaqrs., 
a superb collection of water colour drawings, by Canaletti, 
Turner, Stothard, Copley Fielding, David Cox, Prout, Catter- 
mole, Lewis, Duncan, and other artists of the highest emin- 
ence, living and dead, was placed at the disposal of the coun- 
cil for the purposes of the meetings. 

The council were also enabled, mainly through the zealous 
and unremitting exertions of Mr. Field, to exhibit a very beau- 
tiful collection of drawings and sketches by amateurs, the 
interest of which was greatly enhanced by the fact that the 
artists were exclusively members of the profession, in one or 
other of its branches. For these most interesting contributions 
the council were indebted to the kindness of the amateur 
artists themselves, viz.:—J. Bacon, Esq., Q.C.; R. P. Collier, 
Esq., M.P., Q.C.; H. Hopley Whito, Esq., one of the benchers 
of the Middle Temple; W. L. Banks, A. Cohen, W. F. Robin- 
son, J. L. Roget, S. Vincent, J.C. Whitehorne, Esqs., Barristers- 
at-Law; Richard Mills, Esq., one of the Taxing Masters of the 
Court of Chancery, J. A. Buckley, Esq.,one of the Chief 
Clerks of the Master of the Rolls; W. A. Boyle, T. P. Cobb, 
and E, W. Field, Esqrs., members of the society. 

The council desire to give expression in particular to the 
debt of gratitude which they feel to be due in an especial man- 
ner to their colleague Mr. John Young, who, by the contribu- 
tion of his matchless collection of illustrated autographs, and 
by the valuable aid which his intimate acquaintance with men 
of art and science enabled him to afford, mainly insured the 
success with which they trust the experiment has been at- 
tended, 

In addition to Mr. Young’s collection, the council were 
enabled to exhibit in the society’s library several MSS., auto- 
graph letters, and documents, some illustrated books of singular 
beauty, and various other objectsof great curiosity and interest. 
For these they were indebted to the kindness of Lord Over- 
stone, Wm. Tite, Esq., M.P., F.R.S., John Dillon, Esq., Lewis 
Pocock, Esq., William Tooke, Esq., F.R.S., William Strickland 
Cookson, Esq., G. S. Brandon, Esq., and other gentlemen who 
most liberally came forward to assist in carrying into effect the 
object of the meetings. 


_ 
—— 





Public Companies. 
MEETINGS. 
Crrerr Junction Raitway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 24th 
ult., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half year. 


LEOMINSTER AND KinoTon Rartway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
30th ult., dividends at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum on the 
ordinary shares, and of 4} per cent. per annum on the prefer- 
ence shares, were declared for the past half-year. 


Norn Bririso Rartway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th inst., the usual preference dividends and also a dividend of 
1 per cent. per annum on the ordinary stock of the company, 
were declared for the past half-year. 


Tensury Rariway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
24th ult., a dividend of £2 per cent. per annum, free of income 
tax, was declared for the past half-year. 


a 


Estate Exchange Report. 





AT THE MART. 
a J. Savrer. 
Leasehold Residence, No. 3, Chalcot-terrace, Primrose Hill; let ut £42.— 
Sold for £520. 
Freehold similar Residence, No. 4, Chalcot-terrace.—Sold for £520. 
Freehold similar Residence, No, 5, Chaleot-terrace.—Sold for £535, 
Freehold similar Residence, No. 7, Chalcot-terrace.—Sold for £525. 
Freehold similar Residence, No, 8, Chalcot-terrace.—Sold for £520. 
Freehold similar Residence, No. 9, Chaleot-terrace.—Sold for £540. 
Freehold Residence, No. 7, Victoria-crescent, Haverstock-hill; let at £34. 
—Sold for £450. 
Freehold Ground Rent of £6 5s per annum, secured upon No. 2, Victoria- 
crescent.—Sold for £135. 
Freehold Residence, “ Norton Cottage,” Haverstock-hill.—Sold for £400. 
Freehold House, No.7, Queen’s-crescent, Haverstock-hill.—sold tor £280. 
F —= similar House, No. 10, Queen’s-crescent, Haverstock-hill.—Sold 
lor £280. 
~~ gad Houre, No. 11, Queen’s-crescent, Haverstock-hill.—Sold 
ir . 





Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
CLEAVE—On Sept. 30, at 10, The Esplanade, Dover, the wife of John J. 
Cleave, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
SKIRROW—On Sept 26, at 5, Southwick-pl., Hyde Park, the wife of Wal- 
ker Skirrow, jun., Esq., of a son. 
OOD—On Sept. 28, at 20, Talbot-rd., Holloway, the wife of Arthur John 
Wood, of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
WOODHAM—On Sept. 23, at Winchester, the wife of T. B. Woodham, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGE, 


LORD—LAWRANCE—On Sept. 30, at St. Marylebone Church, Henry 
William Lord, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, to Mary Anne, second 
daughter of Edward Lawrance, Esq., of Sussex-pl., Regen! 

DEATHS. 

CROPPER—On Sept. 27, at his residence, Gray’s-inn, London, Joseph 
Almond Cropper, Esq., formerly of Loughborough, aged 80. 

LAWRANCE—On Sept. 17, John William Lawrance, Esq., Solicitor, of 

38. 


Peterborough, je 
RUSSELL—On ae i, Jessie a. a of Francis Russell, Esq., 
r. 


Barrister-at-Law, 35, Princes-sq., Bayswater. 

YAPP—On Sept. 29, Richard Yapp, jun., Esq., Barrister-at-law, the eldest 
son of Richard Yapp, Esq., of the Halesend, Cradley, Herefordshire, 
aged 28 years. 

+> 


London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Tvespay, Sept. 30, 1862, 
Clifton, Henry John, & William Benson, Attorneys and Solicitors (Clifton 
& Benson), Bristol. By mutual consent. Sept 24. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpar, Sept. 26, 1862. 
Allen, Joseph, High Wycombe, Yeoman. Oct 25. J. & T. Parrott, Ayles- 
b 


jury. 
Allen, William, Aylesbury, Gent, Oct 25. J. & T. Aylesbury. 
Benson, Joseph, Windermere, Yeoman. Nov. Wilson, Kendal. 
Carrighan, Rev. Arthur Judd, Barrow, Suffolk, Clerk. Novi. Wynne, 
46 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Chambers, Reuben, Stragglethorpe, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Nov 19, 
Foottit, Newark-upon-Trent. 
Farquharson, John Peere, 31 Bedford-square, Brighton. Dec, Farrer 
& Co., 66 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Parris, Richard, Cowicks, {Essex, Farmer. Oct 25. Unwin, Sawbridge- 


worth. 
Tugspayx, Sept. 30, 1862. 

Anderson, Rev. Alexander, Bures Saint Mary, Suffolk, Dissenting Minis- 
ter. Oct 25. Barnes & Neck, Colchester. 

Bruce, Miss Mary, 16 Cavendish-road, St John’s Wood, Spinster, Nov 
1. Twiss, 12 Gray’s-inn-square. 

Butterfield, John, Springfield-pl, Bradford, Gent. Dec!. Wood & Killick, 
Bradt 


ford. 

Byron, Hon. Frederick, Langford, Essex. Nov 30. Dangerfield & Fraser, 
26 Craven-street. 

Elliott, James, Plymouth, Gent. Dec 24, Gard, Devonport. 

Hailey, Thomas, Highover, Herts. Decl. Veasey, Baldock, 

Hogg, Henry, Ingatestone, Essex, Builder. Nov.1 Jones, Chelmsford. 

Ibbetson, Henry Collingwood, Bisham Grange, Berks, Esq. Oct 15, 
Brown, 8 Parliament-st. 

Lambert, Robert Thomas, Church-lane, Whitechapel, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Dec 1. Hillearys, 5 Fenchurch-bidgs. 

Lee, Mary Ann, Denmark-hill, Surrey, Spinster. Nov 1. Parsoa & Lee, 
15 Coleman-st, 

Little, John, Baldock, Herts, Innkeeper. Nov. 5. Veasey, Baldock. 

Margeuis, Rev. aoe Balfour, Great Horkesley, Essex, Clerk. Nov 25. 
Barnes & Neck, Colchester, 

Richardson. Thomas Johngpn, 1 Vansittart-ter, Greenwich, Ship Owner. 
Novl. Gole, 49 Lime-st. 

Smith, Hugh Henry, Liverpool, Sailmaker. Nov 1. Gregorys, Liverpool. 

Stone, Edward, Devonport,Gent. Dec 24. Gard, Devonport. 

Sweett, William, Stoke Damerel, Joiner. Dec 24. Gard, Devonport. 

Wyburd, Mrs. Eleanor, 17 Nutford-pl, Edgware-rd, Widow. Nov 8. 

, Staple-inn. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 


Farway, Sept. 26, 1862. 
Bagot, William, Abbott's Langley, Esq. Nov 19. Bagot v. Legge, V. C. 
Kindersley. 
Chariton, Ai , Brassington, Derbyshire, Gent. Nov 15. Fox v. Charl- 
ton, V. C, Kindersley. 
Hammond, William, Sheerness, Innkeeper. Oct 29. Bryson v. Cole, 
»R. 


Assignments for Benet of Creditors. 
Frivay, Sept. 26, 1862, 
Mosey, Richard, ntsc — Sept 12. Robinson, Beverley, and 
Mends, Kingston-upon- . 
Thake, George Edward, Ware, Baker. Sept 2. Foster, Hertford. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farpay, Sept. 26, 1962, 

Berry, William, Earlstown Warrington, Grocer. Sept 23. Assignment. 
Reg Sept 24. 

one John, epee ee Soda Water Mauufacturer. 
Sept 3. Conveyance. . 25. 

clined Henry, Torquay, Tailor, Sept 4. Conveyance. 4 2. 

Vavis, John, Rhymney, Monmouthshire, Innkeeper, Sept vey=- 
ance. Reg Sept 25. 

Ellis, William, 1 Upper Gloucester-st, Middlesex, Watch Maker. Sept 10. 
Assignment. Reg Sept 24, 
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Flint, ttn ‘Peter, Shefield, ’ Plamber. Sept 16. Conveyance. Reg 
Sept 

Haggo, ame 40 Tidy-st, Brighton, Draper. Sept 4. Assignment. Reg 
Sept 2 


Hirst, Henry Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Boot Maker. Sept 4. Assignment. 
Reg Sept 2 

Hughes, a Wilson, Chard, Somerset, Draper. Aug 29. Assignment: 
Reg Sept 23. 


Huxham, Hortensius, Swansea, Surveyor. Aug 29. Conveyance. Reg 
Sept 25. 

Jewell, Samuel, Nursling, Southampton, Manure Manufacturer. Sept 17. 
Composition. Reg Sept 24. 

Jones, William, 2 Saville-row, Bath, LinenDraper. Sept 8. Conveyance. 
Reg Sept 23. 


Kearuey, James, Hackney-rd, Tailor, Septl7. Assignment. Reg Sept 22. 


Aug 30. Conveyance. 


Aug 25. 


Assignment. 
Sept 12. Assignment 


Sept 30. 
Larke, John, Aylsham, Cabinet Maker. 
Sept 29. 


Sep 
Masien, Ww illiam, South Newton, Wilts, Farmer. 
Assignment. Reg Sept 23. 
Hemp Dealer. 

Orrett, Henry, Everton, near Liverpool, Flour Dealer. 
Sept 2 

Sept 15. Conveyance. 
Wareham, William, & Joseph Wareham, Sheffield, Builders. 
Sept 22. 
Wilkins, Thomas Burnham, Basinghall-st, Leather Merchant. Aug 13. 
. a 
Cleveland, Thomas, Berry, Leicester, Newspaper Proprietor. Sept 25. 
ment, Reg Sept 29. 
ept 27, 
Fullalove, William Dixon, Manchester, Auctioneer. Sept 5. Assignment. 
Re 
Haneox, Thomas, & Joseph Robbins, Liverpool, Builders. Sept 19. As- 
Sept 
oy ta Joseph, Scarborough, Jeweller. Sept 2. Assignment. Reg 

Sept 30. 

Myers, Henry, 3 Gresham-st, Warehonseman. 


Mair, = George, Lyndhurst, Brewer. Aug 26. Assignment. Reg 
Reg Sept 24. 
Nairn, William, 9 a -row, Tower-Hill, 
Nnttall, John, & Thomas peel (and not Cook, as advertized in the Gazette 
Aug 29. Compo- 
sition. Reg Sept 26. mo » 
Roper, ne n, Newfoundland-st, Bristol, Chemist. 
Sept 1. 
Conveyance. Reg 
Assignment. Reg Sept 10 
Composition, Reg Sept 20. 
Crawford, James, Manchester, Draper. Sept 5. Ackman Reg Sept 29. 
Reg Sept 27. 
Bept 18. 
teg Sept 
Halkyard, “Josep, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer. 
signment. Reg Sept 27. 
Kaye, ‘thomas, Huddersfield, Ironmonger. Sept 4. Assignment. Reg 
Aug 30, Composition. 
‘Reg Sept 


Sept 2: 
Miller, Silas, & Thomas Meyrick, 44 Watling-st, Linen Drapers. Sept 4. 
Composition. Reg Sept 2 
of the 29th "August last). 
Pooley, ee Sunderland, Ship Chandler. Aug 27. Composition. Reg 
Reg Sept 25, 
Wilbourn, John, Leicester, Joiner. March 26. Composition. Reg Sept 23. 
Tuxspay, Sept. 30, 1862. 
Coleman, Thomas, Litchurch, Derby, Hotel Keeper. Sept 19. Assign- 
Fontkes, Thomas Bennett, Chester, Glover, Sept 1. Conveyance. Reg 
Griffiths, John Edmund, Birmingham, Builder. 
Reg Sept 29 
Jose, _Bala, Merioneth, Draper. Sept 6. Assignment. Reg 
Sept 3. Assignment. Reg 
26. 
Neumann, * Philip Louis, Cardiff, and Bristol, General Merchant, 


Sept 24. 
Assignment. Reg Sept 30. 
Noon, Edwin, Belper, Derby, Commission Agent. Sept 2. Assignment. 
R t 29. 
reteset Jesse, Wollaston, Northampton, Shoe Mannfacturer. Aug 27. 
Composition. Reg Sept 30, 
nN i George, Iprudread Haberdasher. Sept 4. Composition. Reg 


t 30. 
riches Samuel, Stanford, Norfolk, Farmer. Aug 30, Assignment. Reg 
nN dere Richard, & William Towl, Plymouth, Millers. Aug 30. Convey- 
mee. Reg Sept 27. 
Wait, Catherine Wylde, 1 Wiltshire-ter, Bristol, Spinster. Sept 4. Con- 
veyance. Reg Sept 29. 
Woolverton, George, 27 Little Newport-st, Middlesex, Grocer. Sept 12. 
Assignment. Reg Sept 27. 
Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Sept. 26, 1862. 
Aldritt, John, Capel, St Mary’s, Ipswich, Draper, Pet Sept 24. London, 
Oct 9 at 12. Duncan & Murton, }3 Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 
Allen, Christopher, Sunderland, Potato Dealer. Pet Sept 13 (for. pau.). 
Dutham, Oct 8 at 11. Thompson & Lisle, Durham. 
Berton, Andrew, Coventry, Victualler. Pet Sept 15. Birmingham, Oct 
13atl2. James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Lindemann, Heinrich Otto, 3 Burlington-ter, Hill-st, Peckham, Merchant's 
Clerk. Pet Sept 23. London, Oct9 at 11.30. Mote, 33 Bucklersbury. 
Briscoe, John, Upton, Cheshire, Saddler. Pet Sept 24. Liverpool, Oct 9 
atll. Etty, Liverpool. 
Browning, Th John, High-st, Poplar, Baker. Sept 22. London, Oct 
8atil. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
LBuchanan, Wales, 54 St James ameet) Liverpet, Undertaker. Aug 18, 
Liverpool, Oct 9 at 3. Evans & Co., Liverpool. 
Burdett, Robert, 3 Upper Westbourne-ter, Paddington, Gent. Pet Sept 
23. London, Oct ¥ at 12, Walter & Movjen, 8 Southampton-st, Blooms- 


bury. 
Burford, John, 6 Ordsall-lane, Salford, Telegraph Clerk. Pet Sept 20. 
Salford, Oct |1 at 10. Swan, Manchester. 

Burgess, William Turner, Caverswall, Staffordshire, Farmer, 
Birmingham, Oct 10 at 12, James & Knight, Birmingham, 
Bush, James, Presteigne, Radnorshive, Plumber. Pet Sept 20. Pres- 

teigne, Oct 4 at 11. Stephevs, Presteigne. 
Chowan, Henry, 3 Siem College, London-wall, Wine Merehant, Set 22. 
London, Uct Sat lls Aldridge, 46 Moorgatesst. 


Sept 19. 





Cageons William Charles, 12 Queen’s-grove, oer 's-walk, The Meadows , 
Nottingham, Compositor. Pet Sept 22. Nottingham, Got 8 at 10. 
Payne, Nottingham. 

Cohen, Morris, 68 Upper East Smithfield, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Sept 
22. London, Oct 9 at 11. Wood, 4 Coleman-st-buildings. 

Cotton, Richard, Uttoxeter. Pet Sept 17. Uttoxeter, Oct 8 atl. Bag- 
shaw, Uttoxeter, 

Dawes, Charles, Wootton Wawen, Warwickshire, Victualler. Pet Sept 22. 
Birmingham, Oct 6 at 12, Lang, Stratford-on-Avon, and Hodgson & 
Alien, Birmingham, 

Devereux, Thomas Herbert, High-st, Stockton-upon Tees, Durham, 
maeeaet Pet Sept 8. Stockton-on Tees, Sept 30 at Li. Brignal, 

urham 

Dibley, Edmund, 40 Jewin-st, Cripplegate, Commission Agent. Pet Sept 
22 be pau.) London, Oct 9 at 1.30. Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moor-~ 
gate-s 

Eckersley, James, Halifax. Sept 16. Leeds, Oct 6 at 11. 

Edwards, David Richard Perkins, Edington, M 
Apothecary. Pet Sept 20. Bridgwater, Oct 22 at 10. Reed, Bridg. 


water. 
Warren, Charles, Church-st, Deptford, Calico Bleacher. Sept!9, London, 
Oct 9 atl. Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Fieldhorse, William, & John Ingham, Bradford, Woolstaplers. Pet Sept 
23. Leeds, Oct 13 at ll, Terry & Watson, Bradford, and Bond & Bar- 
wick, Leeds. 

Finch, Charles, Burnham, Bucks, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Sept 20. 
Windsor, Oct 4. at tl. Voules, Castie-hiil, Windsor. 

Fryar, William, Gateshead, Durham, Ham and Bacon Dealer. Sept 17. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 8 at 11. Hoyle, Revaiiectee tee. 

Gallagher, Patrick, Great Howard-st, Liverpool, Grocer. Pet Sept 23. 
Liverpool, Oct 8 at 12. Dodd, Liverpool. 

Gerrard, Charles, Warrington, ‘Lancashire, Newspaper Editor. Aug 20. 
Warrington, Oct 8 at ll. Nicholson, Warrington. 

Gingell, Henry, Prestbury, near Cheltenham, Labourer. Sept 17. Chel- 
tenham, Oct Ll at 10. Wilkes, Gloucester, 

Goodman, George Robert, Landport Cottage, Offham-rd, Lewes, Solicitor. 
Pet Sept 24. London, Oct 11 at 12. Woods, Brighton. 

Guest, William, 9 Lampton-mews, Westbourne-grove, Cab Driver, Pet. 
Sept 8. London, Oct 8 at 11. Holt, jity-court, 

Harding, William, jun., 20 Harleyford-place, Kennington, Builder. Sept 
19. London, Oct 9ati2, Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Harrison, Samuel, Allen-st, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet Sept 24. Sheffield, 
Oct 8 at 2. Binney, Shefficld. 

Heaford, Jonathan, Dawley, Salop, ¢ Grocer. Pet Sept 24. Birmingham, 
Oct 18 at 12. Dickin, Birmingha' 

Heys, Peter, 8 Mersey-view, Park-st, iveend, Coal Dealer. Sept 9. 
Liverpool, Oct 7 at 3. Evans & Co., Liverpool. 

Higginbottom, James, New Mills, Derbyshire, Rag Dealer. Pet Sept 24. 
Manchester, Oct 7 at 11. Hodgson, Manchester. 

Hunter, Robert, 145 St George’s-st East, Middlesex, Dealer in Waterproof 
Goods. Pet Sept 23. London, Oct 9 at 1.30. Armst , 33 Old Jewry. 

Jackson, Thomas Long, | Palm-st, Grove-rd, Victoria Park, Engineer. 
Pet Sept 24 (for. pau.). London, Oct 9 at 12.30. Aldridge & Bromley, 
46 Moorgate-st. 

James, Henry, 8 Portland-place, Coalpit-lane, Nottingham, Braid Manu- 


facturer. Pet Sept 23.. Nottingham, Oct 7 at 11. Cowley & Everall, 
Nottingham. 
Johnson, Robert Joseph, 135 Old-st, City-rd, Broker. Pet Sept 24. Lon- 


don, Oct 9 atl. Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Johnson, Thomas, Milton, Staffordshire, Labourer. Sept 19. Hanley, 
Cet 25 at 12, Litchfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Kirby, William, Stratford Marsh, Essex, Semen Dealer. Pet Sept 24, 
London, Oct 9 at 2. Cotton, 3 Bell-yard, Doctors’-commons. 

Knight, William, 8 Mason-st, Westminster Bridge-rd, Blacksmith. Pet 
Sept 22. London, Oct 9 at 11. Holt, Quality-court. 

Lamb, Charles Frederick, 25 Thames-st, New Windsor, Cooper. Pet 
Sept 20. Windsor, Oct 4 at il. Voules, Windsor. 

Lancaster, Samuel, Wigan, Colliery Master. Pet Sept 24. Manchester, 


Oct 7 at ll. Peace, Wigan. 

Lewthwaite, Thomas, —? Boot Maker. Pet Sept 20. Carlisle, Oct 
8 at 12. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Mason, Benjamin Austin, 6 Mill-st, Hanover-sq, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Sept 24 (for pau). London, Oct 9 atl. Aldridge & Bromley, 46 
Moorgate-st. 

McCarthy, John, Hatfield, Green Grocer. Pet Sept 24. London, Oct 9 


atl. Hare, 8 Old Jewry. 
Mellues, John, 1 Lower North-st, Exeter, Baker. Pet, Sept 25. Exeter, 
Pet Sept 24. Bristol, 


Oct 9 at 11. Campion, Exeter. 
Milner, John, Whitson, Monmouthshire, Farmer. 
Oct 10 at ll. Protheroe & Fox, Newport, and Abbot & o Bristol. 
Milner, Thomas, Nush, Monmouthshire, Farmer. Pet Sept 24 
Oct 10 at 1. Owen, Cardiff, and Bevan & Co., Bristol. 
Mordaunt. William Henry, Park- cottage, Tollington Park, Hornsey, Cap- 
tain. Pet Sept 23. London, Oct 9 at 11.30. Mordaunt, 4 Lincoln’ ‘8+ 


inn-flelds, 
Pet Sept 24. Nottingham, 


Morley, Nathan, Nottingham, Victualler. 
Oct7atil. Shilton, Nottingham, 

Mose, Edwin, sen.,-20 London-rd, Hastings, Painter. Pet Sept 23. Hast- 
, St. Leonard's-on-Sea. 


ings, Oct 8 at il. Savery 


Moses, John, 6 Brent-villas, Hendon. Pas Sept 23. London, Oct 9 at 11. 


Lawrance & Co., 14 Old Jewry-chambers, 
Moulton, John, Cl Ipswich, ‘Tailor’s Assistant. Pet Sept 18. Ips- 


wich, Oct 6 at 11. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Mycock, Thomas, Ashford-in- the-Water, Derbyshire, Timber Dealer, 
Pet Sept 17, Bakewell, OctGat12, Neale, Matlock. 


Needle, James, 129 Garrison- lane, Aston-juxta-Birmi , Chair Maker. 
Pet Sept 23, Birmingham, Oct 20 at 10. Parry, rmingbam. 

Norris, Joseph, Birmingham, puongnabie Artist, Pot Se al 17, Birming- 
ham, Oct 10 at 12. Southall & Nelson, Birmingh 

Orr, Robert Thomas, and John Bennett, 51 Goma’ Hoxton, Builders, 
Pet Sept 25. London, Oct 9 at 12, Pope, 27 Austinfriars. 

Pearson, Zachariah Charles, 32 Nicholas-lane, London, Merchant. Pet 
Sept 24. London, Oct 23 at 11. Lawrance & Co., 14 Old Jewry-cham- 
bers, and England & Co, Hull. 

Peck, William, Long sutiom, Aanesinshies, Woolwinder. Pe’ Sept 12, 
Holbeach, Oct 6 at 10. Mossop, ~4 utton, 

Pedder, William, Murray-st, Oldbam Manchester, Eyteler. Pet Sept 
23. Manehester, Oct 14 dt 9.30. Sea, Manchester. 


Bristol, _ 
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Pedley, James, jun., Congleton, Joiner, Pet Sept 20. Oct 4 at 11. 
Cooper, Congleton. 

Perrin, John, 122 Tarleton-st, Everton, near Liverpool, Beerseller. Aug 
18. Liverpool, Oct 10 at2. Evans & Co, Liverpool. 

Perkins, William, Bag-lane, at ne in Earthenware. Pet Sept 23. 
Derby, Oct 23 at 12. Smith, De 

Phillips, John Wicking, 37 Northum erland-pl, Westbourne-grove, Pad- 
dington, Builder. Pet — 25. London, Oct 9 at 1.30. Laurance & 


Co, 14 Old Jewry-cham! 

Pickford, Benjamin, Shetteld, Publican. Pet Sept 20. Sheffield, Oct 11 
at 10. Binney, Sheffield 

Piddock, Frederick Matthew. Cambridge, Publican. Pet Sept 23. Cam- 
thidge, Oct 9 at 1. Whitehead & French, Cambridge. 

Pitt, Sarah, 25 Commerciai-st, Newport, Monmouth, Bookseller. Pet 
Sept 18. Oct8at2. Pain, Newport. 

Rees, Richard, Machynileth, Montgomery, Boot Maker. Pet Sept 22. 
Machynlleth, Oct 7 at 12. So) Jones, Machynlleth 

Rhodes, , Somercoates, Alfreton, Farmer. Pet Sept 17. Alfreton, 
Oct 10 at 12. Neale, Mallock, 

Sale, Samuel Hodson, 40 Caledonian-road, Middlesex. ™ Sept 24 (for. 
pau.) London, Oct 9 at 12.30. Aldridge & B 

-st, Lincoln’s-inn, Victuaiises Pet ‘Sept “25. 
arrison & Lewis, 6 Old J 


Sanders, Thomas, 46 Care 
Searth, Te » Eston, York, Clerk. Pet, Stockton, Sept 30 . 3. Griffir, 


London, Oct 92 9 at 1.30. 

Shorney, Henry, Cannington, Somerset, Builder. Pet Sept” 19. Bridg- 
water, Oct 22 at 10. Barham, Bridgwater. 

Simons, Henry, 2 Aberdare-rd, Merthyr Tydfil, Shoemaker. Pet Sept 19. 
Merthyr Tydfil, Oct 15 at 11. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Smalley, a John, Wigan, Accountant. Pet Sept23. Liverpool, Oct $ at Il. 
Darlington, Wigan, and Evans & Co,, Liverpool. 

—_ Jo ’ a Saltaire, near Bradford, Weaver. Pet Sept 18. Colne, 

a 


Hill, Bradford, 
Smith, William, 44 St. James’. . Derby, Tobacconist. Pet Sept 20, 
Derby, Oct 23 at 12, Leech, Derby. 
Soult, William Henry, 18 Vauxhall-rd, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Pet 
he ah 20, Live Tat3. Godfrey, Liverpool. 
Sou Edward, il Goldsmith-st, Exeter, Grocer. Pet Sept 24. 
sna Ost 10 agit. Toby, Doge oo rome ean 
ven, Robert, Kingston-upon-hull, Builder. 20. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Oct 8 at 12, Eaton & Beilby, Hull. ™~ 





Streeter, Thomas, Betchworth, Surrey, Boot Maker. Pet Sept 23. Rei- 
gate, Oct 9 atl, Silvester, Dover-st. 

Streeter, Thomas, Paddock-wood, ery Victualler. Pet Sept 24, 
London, Oct 9 at 1. oe Coleman- 

Strutt, Francis John, Sittingbourne, Baller. Sept 19. London, Oct 9 at 
11.30, aiiene & Dromier: 46 M 
opham, Richard Warwick, Bradford, ae Traveller. Pet Sept 
12. York, Oct 8 at 10.30. Mason, York. 

Tozer, John, More pstead, Boot Muker. Pet Sept 23. Newton- 
Abbot, Oct 7 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Turner, Ch gor mr oad Grocer. Pet Sept 24. Notting- 
ham, Oct 8 at 10. Wood. Notti 


ingham 

Walker, Robert Stocks, Wapping, Merchant. Sept 24. Oct 9 at 12.30. 
Eyre & Lawson, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Watkins, Charles, 6 Evans, Upper North-st, Poplar. Pet on 23. Lon- 
don, Oct 9 at 11.30, Kingdom & Williams, 3 Lawrencc-lane. 

Watkins, Thomas, Merthyr Tydfil, hor Tegal: Pet Sept “9. Merthyr 
Tydfil. Oct 15 at ll. Plews, Merth ‘yafil. 

ba Jacob, Tockenham, Wilts, Thatcher. Sept 18, Swindon, Oct 4 at 


Williamson, William, Old Elvet, Durham, Boot Maker. Pet Sept 17 
(for. pau.). Durham, Oct 8 atil. Thompson & Lisle, Durham. 

Wright, Henson, Alwalton, Taatngten, Thatcher, Pet Sept 16. Peter- 
borough, Oct 4 at 10. Law, Stamford 

Wright, John, Stone, Stafford, Gent. Sept 19. Birmingham, Oct 6 at 12. 
James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Young, Reuben, Aston-on-Trent, Joiner. Pet Sept 22. Derby, Oct 23 at 
12. Leach, Derby. 


Allen, John, 159 High-st, lar, Corn Merchant. Pet Sept 27. London, 
Oct 14 at 11.30. Weeks, Falcon-sq. 
Dorchester, Oct 14 at 
il, Weston, Dorchester 
Anstice, Robert Huggius, Birmingham, Engine Fitter. 
rmingham 
Rag Merchant. Pet Sept 20. Leeds, Oct 21 at 1. 
Harle, Leeds, 
Binks, Thomas, 123 Fenchurch-st, Tea Merchant. Pet Sept 29. London, 
Bottom, Frank, 25 Noble-st, London, Lace Dealer. Pet Sept 26. London, 
Oct 11 oe Parker & Co, 18 St Paul’s.Church-yard, and Parsons, 
ing: 
Bourne, John, 25 King-st, er er Agent. Pet Sept 26. London, Oct 11 
at 11.30. Earle, 29 Bedford-ro’ 
Birmingham, Oct 17 
at 12, Glover, Walsall. 
Brown, John, Rochdale, Grocer. Pet Sept 20. Manchester, Oct 17 at 12. 
owiby. South Shields, 
Crawford-st, Middlesex. cr! na Pet Sept 25. 


ToespayY, Sept. 30, 1862. 
Ames, James, Dorchester, Painter. Pet Sept 29. 
Pet Sept 25, Bir- 
mingham, Oct 20 at 10. Allen, Bi 
Barnes, Samuel, Leeds, 
Oct 14 at 11.30. Mathews & Co, 102 Leadenhall-st. 
Notti 
. George, Waal, Coal Dealer. Pet Sept 27. 
Boote, g, Rochdale, 
Brown, ‘William Kay, South Shields.” Butcher, Pet Sept 23. Oct 13 at 19. 
George, 
London, Oct 11 et 11,30. Marshall, 12 Hatton-garde 


— William, Luton, Tailor. Pet Sept 25. Oct 10 at 12. Jones, 
ew- 
Willem Goderey, Reading, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 22. Oct 11 at 12. 
locombe, Reading. 
Dyer, 9 ahaa Pet Sept 16. Oct 9 at 12. Ben- 
zane Barnsta) 


Edmonds, Edwin, , ee Clerk. Pet Sept 22. Warwick, Oct 20 at 
10, James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Fathers, G , Marcham, Berks, Baker. Pet Sept 26. Abingdon, Oct 
15 at 11, pson, Oxford. 
Temp, Robert, jun., Bradley, Stafford, Charter Master. Pet Sept 26. Bir- 
mingham, Oct 17 at 12. Jackson, ‘Westbromwich. 
Gagking, James, Brompton, Kent, Measman. re oat me. London ; Oct 
Jatil, Pra & Niekiuson, 51 Chancery-lane. 





, John, 33 Cambridge-rd, Mile-end, Portrait Painter, Pet Sept 27. 
Pope, 27 Austin-friars. 


Godfre 
London, Oct 14 at lM. 

Harvey, George, Wymondham. Sept 16. London, Oct 1! at12.30. Ald 
ridge & Bromley, 46 ee 

Hathaway, Abraham, Birming . Pet Sept 15. Bir- 
mingham, Oct 20 at 10. fea ae K t, 

Holloway, Frank, 72 Paul-st, Finsbury, == Pet Sept 27. London, 
Oct 11 at 1). ‘Chandler, 33 Clement's-la 

Humphries, John Thomas, 2 Pickering-ply Lower-rd, Islington, Beer 
Seller. Pet Sept 23. London, Oct 14 at 12. Murrongh, 18 Warwick-ct. 

Jackson, William Beckwith, 4 Stanhope-st, Hampstead-rd, Clerk in the 
Probate Court. Pet Sept 26. London, Oct If at 12, Gold & Son,2 
Whitefriars-st. 

Jones, Aneurin, Newport, Monmouth, Miller. Sn go Bristol, Oct 
13 at It. Evans & Co., Liverpool, and Brittan & Son, 

Jones, Edward, Ruabon, Denbigh, Currier. Sept 16. Seabee Oct Math. 
Buckton, Wrexham 

o—- Mary, Bristol, Beerseller. Sept 17. Bristol, Oct 10 at 12. Brittan, 

isto! 


Ee we Walsall, Fishmonger. Pet. Walsall, Oct il at It. 

11 Ll. 

Liney. William, Bulmer, Essex, Miller. part ten ante, WE at. 

ll, Madox & Wyatt, 30 Clement’s-lane, and Cardinall, Halstead, Essex, 

Linney, Thomas Henry, 17 Sheffield, Warehouseman. Pet 
Sept 27. Sheffield, Oct 15 at 2. 

Lorberg, William, Wild's. rents, Bermondsey, Commission Merchant, 
Sept 20. London, Oct 11 4t12.30, Aldridge & —T 46 Moorgate-st. 

Lowe, William, Birmingham, Assistant M: to Bankruptey Court, 
Birmingham. Pet. Birmingham, Oct 20 at 

Mash, Edward Gui , 5 Elizabeth-ter, Hackne a Greengrocer. Pet 


Sept 27. London, “t Mati, OB eve 10 Gray *s-inn-sq. 
McLeownan, John, 3 Barge-yd, Buck serevery, ona Factor. Pet Sept 
26. London, Oct 11 at 11.30. Linklaters, 7 


Noble, Alexander, 3 Sutton-st, York-rd, phn et Sawyer. Pet Sept 
18. London, Oct lhat ll. Howell, 61 (it Cheap, 

Osmond, George Frederick, Wardour, Wilts, Coal Dealer. Pet Sept 22. 
London, Oct 14 at 11.30. Venning & Cd, 9 Rigas oy toy) 

Palmer, Thomas, Highbridge, Somerset, Baker. Pet Sept 27. Bristol, 
Oct 10 at 11. Brice, Bridgwater, and Henderson, Bristol 

Paterson, Alexander, Manchester, Coppersmith, Pet Sept 25. Manches- 
ter, Oct 15 at li. Mann, Manchester. 

Payne, John, Darlaston, Stafford, Miner. Pet, Walsall, Oct 11 at i. 
Duignan, Walsall. 

Pym, Henry, Ditcheat, Somerset, Publican. Pet Sept 19, Bristol, Oct 
l4atil. Greater, Axbridge, and ae ee 

Renshaw, William, a ton, Jeweller. Pet Sept 25. London, Oct 
l4atl2. Greville & , 28 St Swithin’s-lane, and Rands, Nor- 
thampton. 

Roberts, William, Balsall-heath, Worcester, Builder's Foreman. Pet Sept 
26, Birmingham, Oct 20 at io. Hawkes, 

Rowson, Thomas, vg seen Hull, Lath Render. Pet Sept 24. Hull, 
Oct 7 ‘at 12, Stead, Hull. 

ae. John, Liverpool. Pet Sept 25. Liverpool, Oct 14 at 3, Thornley, 

Sanderson, “Ann, Sheffield, Trunk Maker. Pet Sept 24. Sheffield, Oct 
11 at 10. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Scholtz, James, Manchester, Merchant's Clerk. Pet Sept 24. Manchester, 
Oct 14 at 9.30, Sale & Co, Mauchester. 

Scotts, Isaac Andrew, Shadwell, Licensed Vietualler. Pet Sept 26 (for. 

pau.) London, Oct 11 at 12.30, Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
Shaw, Edward Thomas, 3 Eldon-pl, Lower-rd, Talington. ae 


Sept 26. London, Oct 11 at 11.30. Cooper, 9 Charing 
Smailes, Mary Maria, Kingston-u; Hull, Widow. Pet "Bee, 25. Hall, 
Oct7 at 11.30. Pettingell, H 


Smethurst, John Windsor, Manchester, Printer. Pet Sept 27. Man- 
chester, Oct 10 at 11. Boote, Manchester. 

Smith, William, West Rasen, Lincoln, Land t. Pet Sept 24. King- 
ston-upon-Hull, Oct 15at 12. Jackson, Hi 

Spicel, William, St Lawrence, Isle of Thanet, Sailmaker. Pet Sept 22. 
Ramsgate, Oct ll at 1.. Gibson, Ramsgate. 

Spurr, Thomas, Manchester, Wire Weaver. Pet Sept 26. Salford, Oct 18 
at 10. Swan, Manchester. 

Stanley, John, Great Yarmouth, Builder. Pet Sept 26. lentes, Oct 11 
at 12. Nichols & Clark, 9 Cook’s-ct, Lincoln's-inn, and Costerton, 
Yarmouth. 

Sutcliffe, William, Horsforth, near Leeds. Pet Sept9. Leeds, Oct 21 at 
12.30. Harle, 

Talbot, George, ‘Cambridge, Grocer. Pet Sept 25. Cambridge, Oct 9 at 
12. Cockerell, Cambridge. 

Tate, John, Darlington, Tailor, Pet Sept 26, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Oct 17 at 12.30. Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Thomas, Owen, Manchester, Carrier. Sept 17. Manchester, Oct 16 at 
12. Gardner, Manchester. 

Tweedale, Isaac, Rochdale, Beerseller. Pet Sept 25. Rochdale, Oct 15 
atll, Holland, Rochdale, 

Wade, Joseph, East Donyland, Essex. Mariner. Pet Aug 21 (for. pau.). 
Chelmsford, Oct 1# at to. “Abell & Whitcombe, 

ight, Carrier. Sept 19. London, 


Wakeford, Thomas, Worthing. Sept i Worthing, Oct 15 at 10. 

Waldron, George, Carden-st, File Cutter. Pet Sept 16 (for. pau.). 
Worcester, Oct 14 atil. Wilson, Worcester. 

Walker, George, Hewer'th, Durham, “Merchant's | Clerk. Pet Sept 27, 
Gateshead, Oct 13atll, J 

Watson, Henry, Rochdale, Saddler. Pet Sept 26, ~ Manchester, Oct 17 at 
12. Sutton, Manchester. 

Williams, Henry, Bristol, Timber Merchant. Pet Sept 25. Bristol, Oct 
17 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Williams, Henry, Redruth, Builder, Pet Sept 26. Redruth, Oct 11 at Ui. 


. York, Watchman. Pet Sept23. Holm- 

firth, Oct 13 at 10. Booth, olmfirth. 

Woodrow, William, 3 Princes-st, Fag seeing | Tailor. Ra page hog Lon- 
don, Oct l4at ll. Lawrence & pny gs 

Woolf, Esther, Rromles-copmnen. Ki hems eget catia Lenten, 
Oct 14 at 12, Hewitt, 32 N 

Wray, William, Kingston- upon-Hally 1. Pet Sept 24. Hull, Oct 

7atll. Spurr, Hull 
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LAW BOOKS on Sale at WILLIAM AMER’S, 
Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, London, _ 
s. d. 
Sratores at Lance (Pickering) Magna Charta to 1861, inclu- 
sive. 101 vols, calf, fine set, uniformly bound 33 «0 
Sratures at Lance (Ruffhead) an Charta to 1860, tech 
sive. 42 vols., 4to, calf 
SraTuTes aT LARGE (Runnigton) ‘Magna Charta to 1860, in- 
clusive. 38 vols., 4to, 
Sratures, 4to., Magna aks to ‘1835, continued by royal 
8vo. to 1860, inclusive. 56 vols., calf and half calf ... ove 
Statutes, royal 8vo., 1830 to 1861. 31 vols., calf 
Another copy. 31 vols., half calf 
Statutes of the Realm, with Alphabetical Indexes. 
halfbound ... woe 
Law Journal, containing Reports in all ‘the Courts, with Sta- 
tutes, Magistrates cases, &c., 1823 to 1861 inclusive, half calf, 
fine set 
Another copy, 1832 to 186) inclusive, new half calf, cloth sides 
Jurist, containing Reports in all the Courts, with Statutes and 
Digest of Cases, from ew 1837 to 1861. 36 vols., 
half calf 
Another copy, 1837 to ‘i859. 
sides ... 
Another copy, 1837 to 1854. 22 vois., haif calf... os 
Law Times, from commencement, 1843 to 1859. ‘34 vols., half 
calf, a nice uniform set... eee 
AnciBOLD’ 's Criminal Pieading, by Welsby. 1859. 
ARCHBOLD’ 8 Common Law Practice. 1855 (published at £1 15) 
Aycxpourn’s Chancery Practice. 1855 ... 
Bacon’s Abridgment of the Law, by Gwillim and Doda, best 
edition. 8 vols., calf. 1832 
BLACKSTONE'S Commentaries, fh Kerr. 
Broom’s Commentaries, boards, 1856 
Burn’s Ecclesiastical Law, by Phillimore. 
1842 ... 
Burton's Compendium of the Law of Real Property. 1850, calf 
Currry’s Burn’s Justice of the Peace and Parish Officer, last 
edition. 7 vols., cloth. 1852 
2 upon Littleton, by Hargrave ‘and Butler. 2 vols., calf. 


vols., 


o 


“32 vols., half brown calf, cloth 


oo 


Soao 


4 vols. | “1862. ous 


4 vols, last edition. 


Comyn’s ‘Digest ‘of the Laws of Real Property, by Hammond. 
8 vols., calf, best edition. 1822 . 

Coore's Probate Court Practice, with Forms, &e. 1858 ( 13s. ~ 

DaANIELL’s Voges Practice, by Headlam. 2 vois., best edi- 
tion. 1857 (£2 

Evans's Collection = Statutes, by Hammond, ‘with Granger’ 3 
Supplement to 1836. 10 vols., calf, fine copy .. 

Hayes’s Introduction to Conveyancing, last edition. | 
half calf. 1840 ree 

Janman’s Bythewood's Convey: ancing Precedents, complete, 
with Sweet's Index. 11 vols., half calf, 1829-34 oti 

Jones’s Attorney’s Pocket Book and Conveyancer’s Assistant, 
with Additions by Rolla Rouse. 2 vols., cloth. 1850 (Pub- 
lished at £1 Is.) ... ose ove 

_— — from commencenent, 1828 to 1854. 60 vols., 

alf calf ‘ 

Paxey’s Summary Convictions, last ‘edition. 1856. Calf, 24s, 

Rousseiv’s Treatise on Arbitration and Award. 1849 

Scriven’s Ccopyholds. 2 vols. 1834 

Smrrn’s Mercantile Law, calf. 1855 

Stamp’s Index to the Statutes, 1848. 

Sucpen’s Powers. 2 vols, 1845 .. eve 

Suepen’s Vendors and Purchasers. ‘2 vols. 1846 oe eae 

SUGDEN’s Law of Property. 1849. pte aoe ove 

TaxLor *s Law of Evidence. 2 vols., calf. 855. 

Viner’s Abridgment of Law and Equity, Atphabeiealy Digested 
under Proper Titles. 30 vols., 8vo., calf. 

Warnen’s Law Studies, last edition. 1845 oes 

Weatnentey’s Probate Court Practice. 1858 .,. 

Wixt1aMs's Real Property. 1855, 6s. 1859 

Wittiams’s Personal Property. 1856 

Wicrrams’s Law of Executors and ‘Administrators, fourth edi- 
tion. 2vols, 1849... oe vee ee ove 


‘REPORTS. 

Caanceny Reports, 1789 to 1848. Vesey, jun. (8vo.); Vesey 
and Beames; Cooper; Merivale; Swanston; Jacob and 
Walker ; Jacob; Turner and Russell ; Russell; Russell and 
Mylne; Mylne and Keen ; Mylne and Craig; Craig and Phillips; 
Phillips ; Macnaghten and Gordon. 52 vols.,calf ... ooo 

In THE Count or Queen’s Bencn, 1786 to 1841. Durnford and 
East; East; Maule and Selwyn; Barnwall and Alderson; 
Barnwall and Cresswell ; Barnwali and mE tty —s 
and Ellis. Together, 62 a o. too 

Svuoepen’s Decisions in Ireland. By Drary and Warren, Drury 
and Jones,and Latouche. 8 vois., calf... ove ove 
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‘2 vols., wm 
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WILLIAM AMER is Licensed (by Authority) to VALUE for PROBATE 
and LEGACY DUTY, &c., &c. 


HE CITY HAT COMPANY, 
LANE, Nine Doors from Fileet-street. 
LIST OF PRICES. 
The Celebrated New Tariff Paris Hats........ 38. roy each. 
Capital Business Hats .....-.cccccseccsccees 48, 64 
Rich Italian Velvet Naps...... ibVeviGaes 0608; 
Superior Quality in all Shapes........se+ecee+ 68, 6d. 
Best Hats in London (wort® 12s.) . 138.) -ccccvcccess 98. Od. 


Felt Hats of every y description for Shipping. 
109, SHOE LANE (Nine Doors from Fleet-street). 





109. SHOE 





WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE, 
Valuable Freehold Estates and Collieries near Leeds. 


O BE SOLD pursuant to a Decree of the High 
Court of Chancery made in certain causes entitled respectively 
“ Brandling v. Plummer,” “ Brandling v. Plummer,” “ Brandling y, 
Liddell,” and “ Brandling v. Plummer,” with the approbation of the Vice- 
Chancellor, Sir Richaré Torin Kindersley, the Judge to whose Court the 
said causes are attached, by MR. CHARLES BROUGH, who has been 
appointed for that purpose, at the SCARBOROUGH HOTEL at LEEDS, 
in the county of York, on TUESDAY the SEVENTH day of OCTOBER, 
1862; in Nineteen Lots, valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, consisting of 
the Manor of Middleton, with the dwelling-houses and the 

and grounds known as Middleton Lodge, Mid- 
yall Hall, and Middleton Grange, together with various iaclosures 
of land, woodlands, and plantations, occupied therewith; 94 , a 
house, garden, Mrit Kiln, and Cottage, let to Mr. James Dobson, 
garden, several closes of land, smith’s shop and mistal, in the pli oe 
ot Mr. George Bennett, and the several compact and well arra' farms 
in the township of Middleton, known by the names of the Manor Farm, 
Lockwood Farm, the Sprutts Farm, Middleton Colliery Farm, West 
Farm, Copley Farm, Windy Hill Farm, Windmill Farm, Grange 
Farm, and East Grange Farm, and also various closes of arable, meadow, 
and grass lang in the township of Middleton, in the occupation of highi 
respectable tenants. And also several inclosures of arable and grass 
cottages and gardens in the adjoining township of Hunslet, and several 
plots of ground in Hunslet, adapted and pienso for building sites, the 
whole containing upwards of 1,200 acres of land, and also the great tithes 
of other land in the township ‘of Middleton which have been commuted to 
a rent charge of £73 8s. 6d. per annum, apportioned amongst the owners 
of such lands. 

And the well known collieries called Middleton Collieries, situate within 
three miles of the town of Leeds, and near the Leeds and Bradford Rail- 
way, with the valuable and efficient working stock and machinery 
thereto belonging. 





Also the advowson donation, or right of presentation of and to the ~ 


vicarage and parish church of Rothwell, near Leeds, the tithes of which. 
are commuted at upwards of £900 per annum. a 

And also seven eighth undivided shares of the Manor of Hunslet, with — 
all the rights and privileges thereunto belonging. 4 

The estates may be viewed on application to the said tenants, and — 
rinted particulars and conditions of sale, with plan annexed, may be © 
had (gratis) in London of Messrs. CLAYTON, QOOKSON, & WAIN- — 
WRIGHT, Solicitors, 6, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn; Messrs. BAKER & ~ 
Co., Solicitors, 52, Lincoln "s-inn-fields ; Messrs. SHUM & CROSSMAN, — 
Solicitors, 3, King’ 's-road, Bedford-row ; Messrs. BLAKE, TYLEE, 4 
TYLEE, Solicitors, 14, Essex-street, Strand; Messrs. TATHAM & PROC- — 
TER, Solicitors, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; and in Newcastle-upon-Tyne, of — 
Mr. ROBERT RICHARDSON ey gg Messrs. J. & M. CLAY- ~ 
TON, Solicitors; Messrs. R. P. & H. PHILIPSON, Solicitors; of Mr. ~ 
TANNER, Solicitor, Bristol ; of Re NEWSAM & SON, La 
Me tac Leeds; of Mr. CHARLES BROUGH, Auctioneer, Newcastle- 


jpon-Tyne; at the place of Sale, and at the Sun Inn, Bradford, the’ © 


White Hart in Huddersfield, the Stafford Arms Inn, Wakefield, the 
Station Hotel, York, the Station Hotel, Hull, the Queen’s Hotel, Man-* — 
chester, the Adelphi Hotel, Liverpool, and the principal Inns in the West — 
Riding of York. F 

Dated this 25th day of July, 1882. 
F. E. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 





IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 


LIFE ASSURANCE POLICY usually contains’ 
important Conditions and Limitations, the infringement of which 
either invalidates the assurance or subjects the Policy-holder to the de- — 
mand of additional payments in order to keep it in force. These condi- 
tions are not mere matters of form, but are daily acted on by respectable — 
oftices under circumstances, the result of mere inadvertence on the part ~ 
of the Policy-holder, or over which he had no control whatever. Such © 
an assurance affords but a partial protection in any case, and is especially ~ 
unsatisfactory as a security for money. ’ 
liability to forfeiture so much detracts from the value of ordinary Life — 
Policies, that the directors of the # 
LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND. 
(Founded, 1838.) 

have been induced to form a new scheme of Unconditional Assurance on 
Life which obviates the objections hitherto urged against Life Assurance, — 
Under the new scheme the power of cancelling the policy is vi 
taken from the oomeeny and transferred to the Policy-holder, The 
lowing are some of the principal arrangements :— 

NO RESTRICTION im as to occupation or residence. 

NO EXTRA PREMIUMS can be payable. 

OMISSION to pay a premium by oversight does not affect the assur- ~ 
ann, and, after a time, payment may be intentionally postponed fora 


he THE ASSURANCE is virtually non-forfeitable and unquestionable. 
During at ending 5th April, 1862, 1307 new policies were isued for 
£562,636. The Annual Income of the Association is £193,012. A 
A Medical Officer in attendance daily at 12.45 o'clock. 
THOS. FRASER, Res. Secretary. 
London, 20, King William-street, E.C. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- — 
sessing such valuable renders it in appearance and wear equal 


to Sterling Silver. 
Fiddle Pattern. Thread. 
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